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Case Reported this Week. 


J. H. Selkirk (Lim.) (Petition of Associated Newspapers (Lim.) ), Re... 802 





Current Topics. 
The New County Court Judge. 


Mr. Oyrit Dopp, K.C., has been appointed Judge of the 
County Oourt Circuit 16, in the place of Judge Rares, 
deceased. Mr. Dopp was educated at Merton College, Oxford, 
was called to the bar in 1869, and has practised on the North- 
Eastern Circuit. He has been one of the editors of Bullen and 
Leake’s Precedents of Pleadings. Like the last appointee to a 
County Court Judgeship, he formerly sat in the House of 
Commons on the Liberal side. 


The Vacation Court. 


Tue List of cases to be dealt with by Mr. Justice Bancrave 
Deane in the last court of the Vacation on Wednesday, the 
17th of October last, was the lightest, with the exception of 
one, since the 12th of August; twenty-two matters only being 
set down for decision. Most of these went over by consent 
until motion days in term. Somewhat to the inconvenience 
of those having business, whether as counsel or solicitors—but 
especially of the latter—the court was held in Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Court I., instead of in the Lord Chief Justice's 
Court as hitherto, and probably the learned judge was the only 
one who felt quite at home there. 


The Land Registry Report. 


Tue Report of the Registrar of the Land Registry, which has 
just been issued, contains statistics as to the work of the registry 
for the years 1902 to 1905, but its more important feature is 
the intimation it gives of the legislative eXtensions of the 
system of registration of title at which the officials aim. With 
compulsory registration in force throughout the County of 
London it is no surprise to find that the work of the office 
has been very considerable, The first registrations of freehold 
titles for the four years in question, inning with 1902, were 
3,945, 3,800, 3,261, and 3,147 respectively; and of leasehold 
titles 11,857, 11,283, 10,609, 11,014. These give a total of 
58,916 registrations, or an average of -eight a day. The 
decrease in freehold registrations its — apart from 
business depression—of the explanation by the 
registrar. Since the total area of unregistered land 
in the county is constantly d ing, the number of 
sales inducing the initial registration of land has a natural 
tendency to Siminish likewise. There is no special object, 
however, in emphasizing the extent of the t work of 
the registry. That must obviously be large. It would have 
been more to the point had the contrasted the 
figures which prevail under compulsion with those which 
prevailed when landowners were free to register or not 
5r 
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as they chose. The figures now given simply record the 
number of land sales in the County of London. The sug- 
gested comparison would shew the opinion of the utility of 
the system entertained by those really interested. The statistics 
are swollen by the number of dealings with registered land after 
registration, and the registrar takes the opportunity of describ- 
ing in detail the course of procedure in the office. He gives 
special prominence to the recently introduced facilities for the 
registration of titles as absolute at a reduced initial cost, and for 
the conversion of six years’ registered possessory titles into abso- 
lute titles. It appears, however, that the number of persons 
who apply for absolute instead of possessory titles is still—to use 
the words of the report—‘‘ comparatively insignificant,” and the 
official mind has evidently been pained by the lack of cordiality 
with which the latest phase of registration with absolute title 
was received by the legal world. It is even darkly hinted that 
the advertisements of the scheme which were handed to solicitors 
at the Registry Office, not infrequently—horribile dictu—found 
their way into the ordinary receptacle for advertising circulars, 
instead of being promptly passed on to the clients. ‘‘So in the 

inning of 1904, it was decided to send the statements to the 

i proprietors themselves, which practice has since been 
adhered to.” An ingenious change, no doubt, but it does not 
seem to have materially affected the result. 


The Extension of Registration of Title. 

Tue ritH of the Land Registry report is to be found in Part 
IIl., which deals with “ Suggestions for Further Legislation.” 
The registrar divides his proposals under three heads—(1) 
Amendments of detail in the system of registration itself; (2) 
greater facilities for the extension of the system into other parts 
of the country; and (3) the general registration of absolute instead 
of possessory titles. The amendment of the existing system raises 
technical questions, of which Mr. Brickpatz does not attempt 
any minute investigation, but he clearly feels the pressure of 
Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes (51 W.R. 470; 1903, 1 Ch. 
631) and of the defects of registered charges in regard to the 
possession of the legal estate. The time has come, he thinks, 
to abolish as to registered land the distinction between legal and 
equitable estates, or, if it is retained, he would vest the legal 
estate in the registered proprietor, and would facilitate 
the registered incumbrancer in acquiring and disposing 
of it. These are matters which, no doubt, are worthy 
of consideration if registration of title is to be permanent. Its 
permanence Mr. Bricxpatz assumes, but the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, presents, in his view, very unfortunate obstacles to 
its extension. The County of London has been captured, but the 
local option enshrined in section 20 of the Act is for the pre- 
sent a bar to any further application of compnision, and, even if 
the bar can be removed here and there, this will fall very far 
short of the extension of compulsory registration to the whole 
country. Mr. Brickpatz desires, therefore, to restore the 
initiative of extension to the Privy Council—that is, to the Lord 
Chancellor for the time being—* subject to such right (if any) 
of local objection as may be deemed necessary or desirable,” 
He briefly touches upon the question whether an inquiry should 
precede any such change, and professes to be quite agreeable to 
this ‘‘ provided the right issue is raised.”” We take it that a reference 
could without difficulty be framed in terms wide enough to satisfy 
all parties interested, and if evidence of the present inconvenience 
incident to registration of title were admitted, Mr. Bricxpatz 
would, on his side, have an opportunity of expatiating on the 
millennium which he hopes to attain when absolute registered 
titles are universal. But even an extension of compulsory 

istration does not satisfy him. Registration on sale is 
| a temporary expedient. The official view looks further 

ili. “It would appear to be worth serious consideration 
whether the whole difficulty of providing the initial cost 
of establishing the registers might not be overcome by the 
expedient of we a Government loan sufficient to pay the 
expenses, both public and private, of the whole operation of 
registering all good holding titles as absolute, to be repaid 
within « limited period out of the surplus fees on future 
registered dealings.” At any rate the registrar is to be con- 

on the bigness of. his views. The expenditure of 
over £200,000 in providing him with a new has only 


— ———=== 
served to whet his appetite. Some five millions or so mong. | 
though he does not stoop to mention the figure—would enably © 
him to make a new Doomsday Book and to appreciably hagtg, — 
the millennium of universal registration. Statutes, howeyg, 
passed as was the Land Transfer Act of 1897 are not so 
set aside, and there is the Treasury to be reckoned yj 
Meanwhile, the chief result, perhaps, is that there is no official 
objection to an inquiry. It is merely a matter of settling th 
terms of reference. 





The Rule Against Perpetuities. 


In constpERING whether the exercise of a power of appoint 
ment by will is obnoxious to the rule against perpetuities, it ig, of 
course, material to distinguish according as the power is general 
or special. In each case the interest limited by the appointment 
must take effect within the period of a life or lives in being 
within a further period of twenty-one years, but the date from 
which the period is to be reckoned will vary according to the 
nature of the ower. If itis a general power, the period daty 
from the death of the appointor, and the person to take and the 
amount of his interest must be ascertained within a life thenin 
being or within twenty-one years after the determination of 
such life. If it is a special power arising under a will, th 
period dates from the death of the testator, and the vesting must 
take place within a life in being at such death or within twenty. 
one years thereafter. But this does not mean that 
limitations arising under the power are to be read into +h 
original will and their validity judged accordingly, and m 
interesting example of the true test to be applied is afforded by 
the decision of Joycx, J., in Re Thompson (54 W. R. 613; 1906, 
2 Ch. 199). There a testator gave his residuary estate to his 
wife Mary Txompson for life, with a testamentary power of 
appointment among all or any of a class, which included his 
brother Cuantzs Tompson and his issue. The testator diel 
in 1872. His wife died in 1893, having by her will made in 
1879, as varied by a codicil made in 1891, appointed th 
testator’s estate to Cuartes Tuompson for life, and then —_ 
all the children of Cuantes THompson who being male attai 
twenty-five years, if born in the lifetime of the appointrix, o 
twenty-one years, if born after her decease, or being femal 
attained twenty-five years, if born in her lifetime, or twenty-one 
years, if born after her decease, or who previously married, 
Here, therefore, were limitations under the special power 
which, if read as they stood into the original will creating the 
power, would have been obnoxious to the rule agains 
perpetuities. The life of the appointrix was a life in being 
at the death of the testator, but the direction for vesting 
at twenty-five would have carried the limitations beyond the 
permitted period. But though under such circumstances the 
first life must be in being at the death of the original testator, 
yet the vesting of the subsequent interests within twenty-one 
years will — upon the state of affairs when the will of the 
appointrix takes effect. In the present case all the childrend! 
Cuartes Tuomrson born in the lifetime of the appointrix hal 
attained twenty-five years at the time of her death. Hen 
when her will took effect, the gift as regards them createl 
immediate vested interests in their favour. The class was liable, 
indeed, to be increased by children born after her death, buts 
to them the vesting was confined to twenty-one years. In view, 
therefore, of the circumstances existing at the death of te 
appointrix, the persons to take and the shares to be taken wert 
ascertainable within the life of the appointrix—a life existing # 
the death of the original testator—or within twenty years 4 
and there was no infringement of the rule against perpetuities 


Royal Commissions in New South Wales. 


Tue recent report of the Royal Commission on the Admin 
stration of the Crown Lands Department in New South Wal 
affords instructive, and occasionally even amusing, reading 
The commission was issued to Mr. Justice) Own as sole oom 
missioner, and the inquiry held related principally to the 
conduct of a former Minister for Lands, who was said 
have exercised his powers as a Minister of the Crown in#@ 
improper manner. The following extract illustrates the om 
with which the executive and the Legislature can 








together in a miniature British constitution. With 
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to the powers conferred by the commission, the commissioner 
says: ‘in July [1905] it was made apparent that unless 

I Tad further powers my commission must be futile, and 

ingly, at the instance of the Government, Parliament 
the Act No. 4 (1905) conferring on me, as commissioner, 
certain of the powers of a judge of the Supreme Court. In the 
month of August, in consequence partly of the absence of Mr. 
Wuuis in South Africa, and partly in consequence of the 
refusal of Mrs. Wir1is and of Mr. Wiru1s’s clerks to allow 
the boxes of Mr. and Mrs. Wituis at the Sydney Safe 
Deposit to be examined for the purpose of discovering if 
any books or papers were therein contained which might 
assist the commission, it became necessary to extend my 
wers to enable me to examine these boxes and papers, and 
the Act No. 11 (1905) was accordingly passed. Subsequently 
it was deemed necessary to offer an indemnity to every person, 
examined as a witness, making a full and true disclosure 
touching all matters in respect of which he was examined, and 
the Act No. 17 (1905) was passed.” Three special Acts of 
Parliament in a few months in aid of a royal commissioner! 
This might well be called government by deus ex machind or 
ial Act of Parliament! If the Land Registry succeed in 
the schemes set forth in the Registrar’s recent report, we 
shall have something like a counterpart of this procedure 
in England. In the case of another Royal Commission, 
appointed to inquire into the formation of an _ industrial 
union, @ person summoned as a witness refused to give 
evidence on the ground that the commission was unlawful. 
This person was charged before a magistrate with having so 
refused (this being an offence in New South Wales), and it 
required the decision of the High Court of Australia to establish 
the validity of the royal commission: see Clough v. Leahy (2 
Oommonw. L. R. 139). 
The Juvenile Smoking Bill. 

Tue Szrecr Committee appointed to consider the Juvenile 
Smoking Bill [House of Lords] and to consider the question of 
juvenile smoking generally and its effect on the physical 
condition of children, have presented their report. They 
consider that there is conclusive proof that juvenile smoking 
has increased rapidly during the last few years, and that it has 
had a bad effect upon the general health and physique of the 
present generation, whilst it must have even a worse effect upon 
the future generations. Two Bills have been under their 
consideration, one introduced by Lord Reay and referred to 
the committee, and the other settled by Sir Ratpn Lirrzzr, 
KC., Chairman of the Middlesex Quarter Sessions. The 
committee recommend that legislation should proceed rather 
on the lines of the Bill settled by Sir “Rarrn Larrzzr. 
This Bill enacts, first, that every person who knowingly sells 
or delivers, or permits or suffers to be sold or delivered, any 
description of cigarettes to any child under the age of sixteen 
years shall be liable to a penalty of not exceeding 40s. for 
the first offence and £5 for any subsequent offence, and 
that every child under the age of sixteen who shall be found in 
possession of cigarettes, or found smoking tobacco in any form, 
shall upon conviction be liable to a penalty not exceeding 40s. 
for each offence, and shall be subject to the provisions of the 
Youthful Offenders Act, 1901. ‘The committee recommend 
that, in addition, police constables should be empowered to stop 
all youths apparently under sixteen seen smoking in any public 

, and that they should be allowed to confiscate any tobacco 
ound upon them, and that a similar power should be extended 
y bye-laws to park keepers and others. The provisions of the 
outhful Offenders Act enable the parent to be made liable for 
the fine which is imposed upon the child. We think that the 
power given to a constable who sees a boy smoking, to take his 
cigarette away and confiscate any tobacco found upon him, is a 
useful one, and we can only hope that the proposed legislation 
may be effective. The duties which it casts upon the police are, 
We are afraid, not likely to increase their popularity. 
Fairs and Markets. 

Tux case of Gingell, Son, § Foskett v. Stepney Borough Council 
(1906, 2 K. B, 468) is one of the few cases in which a dispute 
— at the present day as to the limits of an ancient 





The principal question was whether a hay market, | the writer observes that in courts of law eloquence has grad 


ted to the lord of the manor of Stepney, was limited to 
Frigh-street, Whitechapel, or extended to any adjoining streets. 
The learned judge (Swrvren Eapy, J.), after a consideration of 
certain local Acts of Parliament and documents and the evidence 
of user, came to the conclusion that the Whitechapel Market 
was a market without metes and bounds, and might extend 
from time to time as the exigencies of the market might 
require, and that the streets adjoining High-street, White- 
chapel, must be presumed to have edicated to the public 
subject to the exercise of the market franchise. Actions for 
the disturbance of fairs and markets are common enough 
in the older reports, but we are di to think 
that many legal practitioners would be unable to give an 
accurate account of the nature of the franchise which is 
conferred by the grant from the Crown of a fair or 
market. A market has been defined as the franchise right of 
having a concourse of buyers and sellers to dispose of commodi- 
ties in respect of which the franchise is given. The chief dis- 
tinction between a market and a fair seems to be that fairs are 
larger than markets and are held only on a few stated days in 
the year, whereas markets are held once a week or oftener. 
Amusements and sports were provided at the great annual or 
quarterly fairs, but these were merely incident to the business of 
the fair. Formerly all markets were holden in the public 
streets, and a claim by immemorial custom to exclude persons 
from selling marketable commodities in their private shops 
within the limits of the franchise on market days was valid in law. 
But as the communication between different parts of the country 
became more easy, the commercial importance of fairs and markets 
declined. Wru4aAm Cossert, in his Rural Rides, written in 
1825, says that shops have devoured markets and fairs. He 
on to protest against the increase of shops and the intro- 
uction.of middlemen, saying that fairs and markets brought 
the producer and the consumer together and enabled wares and 
commodities to be sold at a more reasonable price. We do not 
know whether these opinions had the approval of many of Mr. 
Coxssetr’s contemporaries. They can only be read with amuse- 
ment at the present day. 


wnenpoey of Barrister to Maintain Action for 
ees. 

Tue Prestpent of the Law Society referred, in the course of 
his address at the provincial meeting last week, to the custom 
by which the advocate of the bar is incapable of contracting to 
render his service for hire. This position of the barrister, said 
the President, had not been always unassailed, and even now he 
greatly regretted that men of business in London seemed dis- 
eae to assail it, and that questions had been asked in the 

ouse of Commons of the Attorney-General whether the position 
of the barrister should not be made one of simple contract 
between advocate and client. The President was decidedly of 
opinion that the custom ought not to be shaken or varied, and 
quoted a passage in the judgment of Eats, C.J., in Aennedy 
v. Brown (13 C. B. N. 8. 677), in which the learned Chief 
Justice, after stating that the incapacity of the advocate in 
litigation to make a contract of hiring affects the integrity 
and dignity of advocates, proceeds, in effect, to say that 
the mind of the advocate is elevated, and his sense of duty 
strengthened, by the fact that he is unable to make a 
contract of hiring, and by the fact that his only remuneration 
is in the form of a gratuity. We have always thought that an 
enactment enabling a barrister to recover his fees in a court of 
justice is inexpedient, for we deprecate any sudden and violent 
change in the traditions of the profession. But we are none the 
less convinced that a change in these traditions is slowly work- 
ing its way. Day by day the advocate makes de facto a contract 
with the solicitor who retains him, which is just as binding as 
any other honourable understanding between gentlemen which 
is without the essentials of a formal agreement. We have often 
read the judgment of Ents, C.J., in Kennedy v. Brown, and 
while we fully appreciate the roowarag De gee and eloquence of 
the eminent judge, we are unable to follow part of the reasoning 
by which his conclusions are supported, 


Forensic Elocution, 
In an article in Macmillan’s Magazine on “ Forensic es 
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lapsed into plain colloquy; that this change is not wholly 
unsuited to the practical spirit of the age, but that there is still 
a welcoming ear for clear, intelligible diction and the light and 
shade of emphasis. Yet the pleaders are very few who can 
narrate simple facts in interesting fashion ; still fewer are those 
whose speeches reveal a cultured choice of language. The writer 
adds that a splendid opportunity lies at the hand of every lawyer 
for picturesque narration, but very few attempt to seize it, and he 
quotes a saying of Marnew, L.J., ‘‘The arguments most often 
gay are the worst; the good ones take care of themselves.” 
e are far from thinking that the ordinary speeches of counsel 
are not occasionally deficient in clearness and in the proper 
choice of language. But there is, after all, something 
to be said on their behalf. A concise, lucid, and expressive 
discourse may be fully appreciated by a tired jury of no more 
than the average intelligence, but the experienced advocate is 
warned by his experience that he had better guard against 
inattentions by telling his story over and over again. If, on the 
other hand, he is called upon to address a judge sitting without 
a jury, he is fortunate indeed if his lordship does not interrupt 
him with questions, breaking his carefully arranged speech into 
fragments, and finally driving him to think that he can only 
convey his meaning by detached sentences. Any one who has 
had the experience of addressing a bench consisting of several 
judges, and of being questioned by more than one of them at 
the same time, will be impatient of the criticism on the elegance 
and precision of the language in which his replies are worded. 


Purchasers of Pirated Music. 

Iw «a casE before a court of summary jurisdiction at Willesden, 
where the defendant was charged under the Musical Copyright 
Act, 1906, with selling pirated copies of a musical work, the 
magistrate is reported to have inquired as to the purchaser. He 
was told that the Act gave the police no power to take proceed- 
ings against purchasers of pirated music, and he thereupon 
remanded the defendant on his own recognizances, saying that 
he did not consider that a man ought to be arrested for selling 
what is practically stolen property and that no notice should be 
taken of the receiver, who was generally the worst offender. 
The magistrate is reported to have added that he would 
confer with his colleagues on the subject. We cannot 
doubt that the result of such a conference would induce 
the magistrate to alter his opinion. An infringement of 
copyright is not larceny, but a statutory offence, and if the 
statute makes no provision for criminal proceedings against 
the purchaser of pirated works, no such proceedings can 
be taken. We think, too, that the distinction drawn by the 
Legislature between the vendor and the purchaser is founded on 
good sense and justice. Many of those who buy pirated music 
in the street are probably ignorant of the law, but the seller 
generally knows weil that his trade is unlawful. We have heard 
buyers of mushrooms and blackberries in a country town express 
surprise at their cheapness, and suggest that the seller obtained 
them by some deliberate trespass. Would the magistrate con- 
sider that these persons should be punished as the receivers of 
stolen goods ? 

Proof of Age. 

Is « casz which recently came before one of the revising 
barristers it was objected that a young man who claimed to be 
on the list of voters was not of the age of twenty-one years. 
The claimant proposed to give evidence as to his own age, but 
the barrister rejected his evidencs and struck his name off the 
list of voters, saying that no one could be admitted to speak as 
to his own age. Strictly speaking, a man cannot know his own 
age except from hearsay information, for he is not capable of 
knowing anything till an appreciable time after his birth. But 
a certificate of birth is received as prima facie evidence of age, 
and this certificate is hearsay, and no more likely to be accurate 
than the sworn statement of the party concerned, based as it 
must be on family tradition and fortified by the deponent’s 
knowledge of himself 





The following dates have been fixed by the Lord Chief Justice for the 
sutumn assizes on the North-Kastern Circuit: Newcastle, Monday, 
November 19; Durham, Friday, November 23; York, Friday, November 
DW; Leeds, Wednesday, December 5. 








Part Payment on Account of Costs 


Tue decision of Kexewion, J., in Re Boswell (54 W. R. 30g. 
1906, 2 Oh. 359) is a useful illustration of the principles whigh 
are applicable in considering whether a solicitor’s claim againg 
his client is kept alive by payments made on account of cogty 
A solicitor’s claim for costs is of course subject to the ugu 


limitation of six years from the time when his cause gf — 


action accrues, though in practice this is abbreviated by the 
requirement of section 37 of the Solicitors Act, 1843, that he 
cannot commence an action until the expiration of one month 
from the delivery of his bill. This does not postpone the cangy 
of action, and the statute runs from the completion of the work 
in respect of which the costs are due, and not from the end of 
one month after delivery of the bill: Coburn v. Colledge (45 WR, 
488; 1897, 1 Q. B. 702). With respect to an ordinary actiong 
solicitor has no right to sue for his costs until the actioni 
finally terminated: Harris v. Osbourn (2 C. & M. 629), Whiteheady, 
Lord (1852, 7 Ex.691). His contract is to carry on the proceed. 
ings until the end, and he cannot determine it without reasonably 
cause and without giving reasonable notice: Underwood v. Lewis 
(42 W. R. 517; 1894, 2 Q. B. 306). Hence earlier items in the 
bill of costs are not excluded because they are more than giz 
years old, if the action terminated within six years: Martindak 
v. Falkner (2 C. B. 706). The right to costs does not arise till 
the action is terminated by judgment (Rothery v. Munnings, | 
B. & Ad. 15), and if there is an appeal, this is a continuation ofthe 
action, and prevents the statute from running: Harris v. Quin 
(L..R. 4 Q. B. 653). But this rule does not apply to equity 
matters, where the obtaining of the judgment is only one stage 
in the cause, and the working out of the judgment requins 
further steps to be taken; nor to proceedings in bankruptcy and 
winding up (Re Hall & Barker, 26 W. R. 501, 9 Oh. D. 538), 
or to arbitrations (Re Romer and Haslam, 42 W. R. 51; 1893, 2 
Q. B. 286), where the course of the proceedings is such as to 
admit of natural breaks, and the solicitor is then entitled t 
treat each part as a separate transaction. 


When the cause of action in respect of costs has one 
accrued, there is no statutory provision which enables the 
solicitor to protect himself against the lapse of time by either 
acknowledgment or part payment. To gain any such advantage 
he must rely upon the principle established by Tanner v. Smart (6 
B. & C. 603), that an acknowledgment is evidence of a new 
promise to pay the debt, and as such constitutes a new cause of 
action, “There must be,” said Mxtiusu, L.J., in Mitchells 
Claim (6 Ch., p. 828), ‘‘one of these three things to take the 
case out of the statute: either there must be an acknowledg- 
ment of the debt from which a promise to pay is to be implied; 
or, secondly, there must be an unconditional promise to pay the 
debt ; or, thirdly, there must be a conditional promise to pay the 
debt and evidence that the condition has been performed.” 
And a payment on account of a debt operates, like am 
acknowledgment, as evidence of a new promise. Conse 
quently for a part payment of a debt or a payment 
of interest to exclude the statute, the payment must be 
made under such circumstances that a promise to pay the 
balance of the debt, or the whole debt, as the case may be, cat 
be implied. “It must,” said Parke, B., in Foster v. Dawber 
(6 Ex., p. 853), “be a payment of a portion of the debt, 
accompanied by an acknowledgment, from which a promise may 
be inferred to pay the remainder.” And Turvxr, V.O., @ 
Fordham v. Wali (10 Hare, p. 225), says: ‘The bar of the 
statute is precluded by —— of interest because the payment 
of interest is an acknowledgment of the debt, and the law implies 
from the acknowledgment of the debt a promise to pay it.” 

Since a payment, in order to exclude the statute, must be 
such as to imply a promise to pay the renrainder of the debt, it 
must be shewn that it was made as part payment of a greatet 
debt, and that such debt is the one for which the action # 
brought. “ Unless it amounts to an admission that more is due, 
it cannot operate as an admission of any still existing debt”: pa 
Parks, B., in Tippetts v. Heane (1 O.M. & R. 252). Hence where 
there is more than one debt, the plaintiff must prove that the 
payment on which he relies as excluding the statute is applicable 
to the debt sued for: Burkitt v. Blanshard (3 Ex. 89). And i 
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this respect it is important to notice that to raise an implied 
promise to pay @ particular debt the payment must be appro- 
priated to that debt by the debtor. If the debtor does not 
appropriate at the time of payment, the right to appropriate 
devolves upon the creditor, and can be exercised by him at any 
time (Zhe Mecca, 1897, A. C. 286), and the creditor can apply 
any particular payment to a statute-barred debt, though such an 
appropriation will not revive the debt, since it implies no promise 
on the part of the debtor: Wash v. Hodgson (6 D. M. & G. 474, 
p. 490). If there has been no appropriation by the debtor, and 
all except one of the debts are statute-barred, the payment will 
be attributed exclusively to the debt that is not barred, and 
as to that the statute will be excluded: Wash v. Hodgson ; and 
where the defendant has throughout denied one debt the pay- 
ment may be attributed to the other: Burn v. Boulton (2 C. B. 
476). Where no such ground of distinction exists, and no 
express appropriation has been made by the debtor, it will be a 
question whether either debt is taken out of the statute (Burn v. 
Boulton), though in general the payment would be evidence to 
go to the jury that it was made on account of both debts: 
Walker v. Butler (6 E. & B. 506). 

Since the statute bars the debt without extinguishing it, a 
statute-barred debt may be revived by a part payment which 
can be shewn to be made on account of it. But it follows from 
the authorities already cited that where, at the time of payment, 
there are various sums due, some of which are more than six 
years old, these earlier items will not be taken out of the 
statute unless the payment can be shewn to have been made 
with reference to them, as where the items are connected so as 
to form one account, and the payment is clearly made in respect 
of the entire balance due ( Walker v. Butler, supra), or where a 
payment made on a statement ‘of accounts which includes the 
earlier items is larger than the balance due in respect of the 
items within six years: Re Friend (1897, 2 Ch. 421). By section 
1 of the Statute of Frauds Amendment Act, 1828, an acknow- 
ledgment is required to be in writing, but there is a proviso 
that ‘nothing herein contained shall alter or take away or | 
lessen the effect of any payment of any principal or interest 
made by any person whatsoever.” And such payment need not 
be actually made in money. Any facts which would be sufficient 
to establish a plea of payment in an action brought to recover 
money will be sufficient: per Martin, B., in Maber v. Mader 
(L. R. 2 Ex. 153). In that case the debtor was on the point of 
making a payment of interest. The creditor stopped him, and 
handed the debtor’s wife a receipt, saying that he made her a 
present of it. It was held (Bramwett, B., dissenting) that 
this was a payment which stopped the running of the statute. 
On the other hand, if money of the debtor corfies to the hands of 
the creditor, and the creditor retains it without instructions to 
that effect, this will raise a case of set-off rather than of pay- 
ment: see Thomas vy. Cross (7 Ex. 728). 


Upon this state of the authorities Kexewron, J., had to deal 
with the facts in Re Boswell (supra). In August, 1904, a 
creditor’s action was commenced for the administration of the 
estate of J. F. Bosweit, deceased, and by the judgment, dated 
in November, 1904, the usual inquiry was directed as to the 
testator’s debts. According to the established rule, the judg- 
ment stopped the running of the statute as against all debts not 
then barred. The testator’s estate was insolvent. A claim for 
over £5,000 was brought in by Mr. M. S. Emersqy, a Norwich 
solicitor, the greater part being for the unpaid balance of costs 
incurred in the protracted litigation of Boswell v. Coaks, which 
was concluded in 1888. The bills of costs upon which the claim 
was founded, and which were not delivered till after the testa- 
tor's death, included, with that action, matters extending over a 
period of more than thirty years. The plaintiff in Re Boswell set 
up the Statute of Limitations in answer to the claim. It was 
admitted that there had been a payment on general account by 
the testator in 1893, and also a special payment by him on 
account of the costs in Boswell vy. Coake in 1894, but any later 
Payments were denied. The claimant, however, alleged certain 
transactions between 1896 and 1904 as keeping the balance of 

® general account alive, In 1896 the testator, upon being 
Pressed, made a payment of £20 on account, expressing his 
Tegret that he was not in a position to pay more. .* 1897 an 


certain policies, and, after payment of an existing charge, there 


was a balance of £69, which the testator’s instructions he 
retained on account of his indebtedness to him. In 1902 Mr. 
Emerson recovered a debt of £32 4s. 2d. for the testator, and, 
again by the testator’s instructions, retained £2 4s. 2d. on 
account of his own debt. In 1902 there were dealings with 
another policy, which resulted in Mr. Ewerson having about 
£43 in hand, and the testator directed him to retain this on 
account. Finally, in 1904, a third party, who was interested 
with the testator and others in the action of Boswell v. Coaks, 
made a payment of £20 towards the testator’s costs, and Mr. 
Emerson placed this to the testator’s credit. 

As to these successive transactions it is to be noticed that the 
payment of £20 by the testator in 1896, since it was more 
than six years before the judgment in the action, did not help 
the claimant unless the subsequent dealings amounted to pay- 
ment by the testator for the p of excluding the statute. 
It might have been supposed that this effect would have been 
allowed to them, at any rate as to all except the last. The 
contribution by the third party was not, as Kexewics, J., 
observed, made on account of the testator or in part payment of 
his debt, but in recognition of a moral obligation. But in the 
other cases the solicitor had in his hands money of the testator 
which, according to the evidence, he appears to have applied at 
the testator’s direction to reduction of the balance of the 
debt. Kxxewicn, J., however, took a different view, and 
referred in support of it to Waugh v. Cope (6 M. & W. 824) 
and Thomas v. Cross (7 Ex. 728). But in the former case a 
payment was held not to imply a promise to pay, because it did 
not appear to recognize the existence of a larger debt, and in 
the latter the retention of the money was, in the events which 
happened, not authorized by the debtor. It is not clear, there- 
fore, that these cases forbade the implication of a promise to pay 
in the present case. The rejection, however, of any such impli- 
cation arising out of the transactions of 1897, 1902, and 1904 
destroyed the claimant’s case, and made it unnecessary to deter- 
mine with precision the effect of the payment made by the testator 
in 1896. The argument in opposition to the claimant had 
been that this, not having been appropriated to any particular 
item by the testator, ought to be appropriated exclusively to 
the earliest of the non-statute-barred items in the account; but 
Kexewion, J., observed that the question was not one to be 
decided hastily, and he suggested, in accordance with Walker v. 
Butler (supra), that it would be attributable to all the non- 
barred items. The effect would be to reduce the outstanding 
balance on such items and to exclude the statute as to the uapaid 
part, and this seems to be the practical way of dealing with the 
matter. But where the parties are themselves silent or vague 
as to the appropriation of payments, and where so much is left 
to implication, it is hardly possible to expect the courts to arrive 
at a perfectly satisfactory result, The moral is that accounts 
should not be left outstanding so long. 








Guests at the annual dinner of the Central Criminal Court Bar will, says 
the Evening Standard, miss a feature for which their predecessors were 
wont always to look. On such an occasion as this, and after the dinner on 
the last day of the sessions, a man whom all the old hands knew u-ed 
regularly to attend. When the last course had been served, in would 
come & man who was neither guest nor waiter. Habited in decent black, 
grave yet authoritative of mien, he would make his bow to the com 
and await the giass of wme which he knew would be forthcoming. i 
he would drink to the health of those present. With unaffected modesty 
he would express his gratitude for past favours, and his hopes for favours 
to come. The man in black was Caicraft, the hangman. 


The Lord Chancellor was presented with the freedom of the Burgh of 
Annan on the 1ith inst. In his reply Lord Loreburn said that refer- 
ence had been made to the great office which he had the presumption and 
boldness to undertake. It required courage to undertake so onerous and 
so difficult a task, and it was apt to provoke misgivings when he recalled 
the great men who had filled the piace before, and who ‘had left tneir 
names imprinted on the history of t Britain. How the task would be 
disch he did not know in the least, but he would endeavour to do his 
beat, and he felt sure that he should have the support and the encourage- 
ment of his friends in Annan and in all the other parts of the Dum'ries 
burghs. In the past they had overlooked his faults, rejoiced with him in bis 
success, and had enco him when he was in doubt. 
— for the future. He hoped that he would often be among them agaie, 
and he assured them that, if they would be the 





advance was obtained for the testator by Mr. Emxrson upon 


would always be the same man to them, 
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Executor’s Right to Appointed 


Land. 


Tue pith of Part I. of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, by which 
realty vests in the personal representative, is contained in sub- 
sections 1 and 2 of section 1. Sub-section 1 enacts that real 
estate is to vest in the personal representative ‘‘as if it were a 
chattel real.” Sub-section 2 is: ‘‘This section shall apply to 
any real estate over which a person executes by will a general 
—< of appointment, as if it were real estate vested in him.” 

ferring back to sub-section 1, this seems to mean that 
appointed real estate is to vest in the personal representative 
instead of in the appointee, in the same way that a chattel 
real vests in the personal representative and not in the legatee, 
or (in the case of appointed personalty) the appointee. This 
again throws one back to the law relating to the vesting 


of personalty in the executor, &c., where the personalty is not | } 


the property of the testator, but is only subject to the testator’s 
general power of appointment by will. There appears to be no 
decided case since 1897 upon the subject of the exact nature of 
the manner in which appointed land will vest in the executor. 
The subject of the executor’s right to appointed personalty— 
when the power is general to appoint by will—has, however, 
received some elucidation in the cases decided during the last 
five years, and these cases will, first of all, be considered. 

The question was raised in Re Treasure (1900, 2 Ch. 648) 
whether an appointed fund of personalty passed to the executor 
“‘assuch,” and it was held by Kexewica, J., that ‘‘ the appointed 
fund does not pass to the executors as such . . . but 
because the donee of the power must be considered to 
have appointed the property to the executors as trustees.” This 
was followed by the same learned judge’s decision in Re 
Maddock (1901, 2 Ch. 372), and by Re Power (1901, 2 Ch. 659), 
a decision by Byrnz, J., to the same effect. On the other hand, 
Bucxizy, J., took a contrary view in Re Moore (1901, 1 Ch. 
691) and in Re Dizon (1902, 1 Ch. 248). In Re Fearnsides (1903, 
1 Ch. 250) Swinren Eapy, J., took a view somewhere between 
these two conflicting views, and held that property actually 
received by an executor did pass to him “‘as such” within the 
meaning of the Finance Act, 1894. Bucxiey, J., in Re Dizon, at p. 
257, stated the question to be: ‘“‘ Whether fictionally the donee of 
the power is supposed to appoint, first to his executor to such 
extent as is necessary for payment of his debts in a due course 
of administration, and then to the appointees, or whether the 
appointment as a beneficial disposition is taken to be what it is 
upon its face—namely, an appointment to certain appointees, 
and the executor’s right is a right to recover, not as appointee, 
but as executor adversely to the appointees by virtue of his 
right as executor to avoid pro tanto the beneficial disposition of 
the oe which the appointor in fact makes.” The latter of 
these ternatives is, of course, Buckiey, J.’s own view, and the 
decision of the House of Lords in Beyfus v. Lawley (1903, A. C. 
411) seems to settle the question in favour of that view—i ¢., 
that personalty appointed by will under a general power does 
pass to the executor virlute officii. 


The question in Beyfus v. Lawley was whether a fund of 
personalty, subject to a general power of appointment by will, 
could be effectively charged in favour of a person who had lent 
the a money on the faith of his interest or power, and 
had taken from him a covenant to appoint by will in the would- 
be {mortgagee’s favour. The will was duly made, appointing 
the fund as covenanted, but it was held that the creditor was in 
no better position than if he had been a mere volunteer, and 
that he had only the same rights as other creditors. Lord 
Lanpizy said: “ It cannot now be denied that property appointed 
by will under a general power is assets for payment of the debts of 
the appointor, and is not regarded as property of the donor of the 
power distributable by the donee thereof . . . personal property 
appointed by will under a general power, although not a legacy 
for all purposes, is treated as personal estate bequeathed by 
him.” It seems consistent with this that the executor’s right 
should be regarded as adverse to the appointee, in the same way 
that it may be regarded as adverse to the legatees, when the 
property is required for payment of debte; as in this case, the 








assent of the executor is necessary before the legatee can claim 
or make a title to his legacy, so in the same way it would seem 
now that the assent of the executor is also necessary in the cage 
of the appointed property, and that such property does pass 
the executor “ as such.” 

The only distinctions, in fact, which are still left betwee, 
personal property which is owned by a testator, and pro 
over which he has merely a general power and which he 
appoints by will, are that he can effectively charge the one by 
covenant during his lifetime and cannot so charge the other, ang 
that debts will be pcid out of the testator’s own property befor 
the appointed property is made available. (The case of y 
pew to appoint, and an appointment, by deed inter vivos is & 

ypothest excluded. ) 

It will be noticed that in the above extract from the judgment 
of Lord Linpiey a distinction is drawn between “ property” 
and “personal property,” and the distinction was draw 
advisedly, for Lord LinpLEy was not concerned with stating the 
aw as to appointed realty under Part I..of the Land Transfg 
Act, 1897. Apart from that enactment, land appointed by vill 
under a general power would still vest in the appointee, tho 
if the power were only equitable, the appointee could hardly get 
in the legal estate without seeing that the property was not 
subject to debts. Whether the legal estate vested in the 
appointee, or whether—the power being equitable—it remained 
where it was, the interest actually appointed would, as in the 
case of personalty, be available for payment of the appointgr's 
debts in due course of administration. 

What, then, is the exact effect of sub-sections 1 and 2 above 
referred to? Although it.is possible to construe these enact 
ments as saying that ‘‘appointable” realty is to vest in the 
executor precisely as the testator’s own realty vests—thus in 
effect completely abrogating the distinction between power and 
property—it seems the sounder construction to proceed reddends 
singula singulis and to take the sub-sections as intending to say 
that “‘ appointable ” realty is to vest in the executor in the same 
way as ‘‘appointable”’ personalty. The same distinction will 
then exist as in the case of personalty—viz., that the donee of 
the power, or testator, cannot effectively charge the realty in 
his lifetime, and that the property itself will only be liable for 
payment of debts when the testator’s own property is exhausted, 
And the same question as was stated by Buoxtzy, J., in the 
extract from Re Dixon given above, with respect to personalty, 
may be stated with respect to realty: ‘‘ Does the executor take 
as appointee, or as executor adversely to the appointees?” If 
the analogy of personalty is to be followed, it is submitted that 
the executor will take “as such,” or virtute officit. And, @ 
already remarked, this does not involve the complete abrogation 
of the distinction between property belonging to the testator, 
and property appointed by him. 











It is stated that Mr. Bryans Ackland, solicitor, of Saffron Walden, was 
found dead in bed on Monday last. He was Registrar of the Bishop’ 
Stortford County Court and clerk to the Saffron Walden Justices. 


At the end of Watts v. Stevens (1906, 2 K. B., at p. 339), says ‘ F. P,.” 
writing in the Law Quarterly Review, will be found a note on the pagini 
tion of Blackstone’s Commentaries. It was much condensed by reason of 
the small space available, and some of our readers may like to haves 
little more detail. The marginal pagination by which Blackstone’s 
Commentaries have been referred to for more than a century was inti 
duced in the ¢welfth edition, 1793, the first with Christian’s notes. The 
advertisement, vol. i., p. ix , states that ‘‘ the pages of the former editions 
are preserved in the margin.’’ Now this statement is incorrect. 
publishers of 1793 preserved, in fact, the paging of the tenth edition, 178, 
which corresponds nearly, but not quite, with that of the ninth edition 
(the first with editorial notes, by Burn), 1783; this ninth edition 
is not to be found in the Inus of Court or the Law Society’s library, bub 
has been verified in the British Museum copy. There are considerable 
variations between the ninth and tenth editions in the third volums, 
elsewhere the discrepance is only slight and occd¥ional. Again, the ninth 
edition does not reproduce the paging of the editions published &® 
Blackstone’s lifetime. Those editions appear to have been uniform 
paging notwithstanding the change from quarto to octavo form, 80 
the dislocation of the original numbering must have been due to i 
insertion of additional footnotes, as in like manner further increase of the 
notes accounts for the variance between the ninth and tenth editiom 
The actual paging of the twelfth and later editions need not be consi 
It appears on the whole, then, that owners of any edition of 
Commentaries earlier than the tenth cannot safely use their copies for th 


purpose of making references. 
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Reviews. 


Repairs and Improvements. 


Tae LAw OF REPAIRS AND IMPROVEMENTS, INCLUDING EccLEsl 
asTioaL DILAPIDATIONS. By J. H. Jaoxson, M.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The subject of repairs and improvements to property is one of great 
practical importance, and the author of this book has usefully collected 
into one volame the principles of the subject as they affect-(1) limited 
owners, part owners, and persons under disability, (2) landlord and 
tenant, (3) vendor and purchaser, and (4) ecclesiastical dilapidations. 
These divisions constitute the four parts of the book The liability of a 
tenant for life to do repairs was rejected by Kay, J., in Re Cartwright (41 
Ch. D. 532), and the cases on such liability are discussed at the beginning 
of Part I., but in the case of limited owners repairs and improve- 
ments are chiefly governed by statutory regulations, and these, includ- 
iog the Settled Land Acts and the Agricultural Holdings Acts, are 
discussed in detail. Attention may be called to the useful list given 
at pp. 101-104 of works which have been judicially sanctioned. The 
subject of repairs calls, as is well known, for frequent consideration 
in cases between landlord and tenant, and the minute exposition which 
is given of the effect of words usually occurring in covenants to repair 
will be found useful by the practitioner; in particular the effect of a 
covenant to ‘‘ keep” and to “leave” a house in ‘‘ good ten»ntable 
repair,” having regard to Proudfoot v. Hart (38 W. R. 730, 25 
Q. B. D. 42), and the measure of damages for breach of a covenant 
to repair, whether during the currency of the term or on its deter- 
mination, on which Conquest v. Ebbetts (45 W. R. 50; 1896, A. CG. 490), 
isa leading case. Equal thoroughness has been bestowed upon the 
concluding part dealing with ecclesiastical dilapidations, and the 
provisions of the Ecclesiastical Dilapidations Act, 1871, are carefully 
stated. The book altogether is a useful compendium of the subject. 





The Law of Evidence. 


THE PRINCIPLES OF THE LAW OF EvIDENCE. WITH ELEMENTARY 
RULES FOR CONDUCTING THE EXAMINATION AND CROSS-EXAMINA- 
TION OF WITNESSES. By W. M. Best, A.M., LLB. TentH 
Epition. WiTH A COLLECTION or LEADING Propositions. By 
J. M. LELy, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


“ Best on Evidence” is known as one of the two standard works on 
this important branch of jurisprudence, and the occasion of a new 
edition has been used to incorporate various matters of recent 
interest. The question of mistaken identity has been brought 
prominently forward in the Beck case, and a statement of the case, 
taken from the report of the Committee of Inquiry, is given, 
together with an extract from the report. This concludes with 
the suggestion that the time has come for abolishing the anomaly of 
pardoning a man who ought never to have Iétn convicted, and 
adopting the simpler remedy of quashing the conviction on motiou 
by the Attorney-General and entering an acquittal as of record, a 
suggestin which Mr. Lely also urges in the preface. It is hard 
to understand how there can be any difficulty in adopting such a 
suggestion when once it has been made. An outline is now given 
also of the Tichborne case, which will be useful as a guide to the points 
which were raised by that famous trial. The question of handwriting 
is one which frequently occasions criticism, especially where expert 
evidence is offered, and in Book II. a full examination of the 
common law doctrine as to evidence by comparison of writings is given, 
with a statement at length of the Fitzwa/ter Peerage cise (10 Cl. & F. 193), 
where such evidence was rejected, and reference to Doe v. Su-hermore (6 
A. & E. 703), where the court was divided in opinion as to its admission. 
The matter was regulated by section 27 of the Common Law Procedure 
om, 1854, now replaced by the Criminal Procedure Act, 1865, ss. 1, 8, 

ut it is pointed out, with reason, that all proof of handwriting is, 
even in its best form, precarious and often extremely dangerous. Tue 
utility of the book is increased by the collection of leading proposi- 
tions which form Book V., and attention may be called to the im- 
portant discussion in Book III., Part II., of the admission of 
ny evidence aud the various modes in which such evidence can 

given of documents. 





Books of the Week. 


The Principles of Pleading and Practice in Civil Actions in the 


High Court of Justice. By W. Brake Opagrrs, M A., LL.D., K.C, 


Edition. stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir Frederick Pollock, 
»D.O.L, LL.D. October, 1906, Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Correspondence. 


The Law Society and Land Transfer. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—In your report of my speech at the Manchester meeting, 
introducing a resolution disapproving of ey registration of 
title, I am reported as having stated that I actually prepared a 
paper on the subject to at the meeting, and that the Council 
would not accept it. This is not quite correct. I did not prepare a 
paper, as my offer to do so was refused by the Council. —~ 

The correspondence that passed between the society and myself on 
the subject would, I believe, be of interest to your readers. I am 
communicating with the society to ascertain if the Council object to 
the letters being published. J. 8. RUBINSTEIN. 

5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, London, Oct. 17. 








Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Reduction of Oapital—Return of Capital.—From 1862 to 1867 a 
company—at any rate if registered under the Act of 1862—could not 
reduce its capital. Section 9 of the Act of 1867 provided as follows : 
‘* Any company limited by shares may, by ial resolution . . . 
if authorized to do so by its regulations - « reduce its capital, 
but no such resolution . . . shall come into operation until 
an order of the court is registered by the Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies as is hereimafter mentioned.” According to 
that section the resolution is to ‘‘come into operation” when the 
order of the court is registered. But something else has to be 
done before the resolution can ‘‘come into operation” or “take 
effect ’’°—which is the same thing—for section 15 says: “The 
registrar . . . upon production to him of [the] order . . . 
and the delivery to him of a copy of the order and of a miuute 
(approved by the court) shewing, with respect to the capital of the 
company, as altered by the order, the amount of such capital,” and 
other particulars. “‘ shall register the order and minute, and on the 
registration the special resolution confirmed by the order so registered 
shall take effect.” By section 3 of the Companies Act, 1877, “the 
power to reduce capital conferred by” the Act of 1867 “‘ shall include 
apower . . . to pay off any capital which may be in excess of 
the wants of the company.” In a case where Buckley, J., was asked 
to confirm a reduction of capital by returning excess capital he stated 
that his recollection of the practice in such cases was that 
it was as follows: ‘‘ First, to make an order confirming the 
reduction ; then to allow the further hearing of the petition to stand 
over in order that an affidavit might be supplied shewing that the 
repayment had been made, and then to post-date the order, referri 
therein to the affidavit and approving a minute stating what 
would then be the truth.” That this was not the universal practice 
is shewa by Re Artizans’ Land and Mortgsge Corporation (1904, 1 Ch. 
796), for there the question was, what was the period of limitation in 
the way of a shareholder who had not received his return of capital, 
although the reduction of capital involved in such return had been 
sanctioned by the court. Evidently some of the shareholders in that 
case had not received their share of the return before the o:der was 
completed. Mr Justice Buckley’s decision has not been followed by 
other judges, We understand that in the unreported case of He 
Estate, Finance, and Mines Corporation, decided on the 7th of April, 
1906 Mr. Justice Warrinvton followed the old «practice; and in a 
later reported case Mr. Justice Swiufen Eady carefully considered 
Mr. Justice Buckley's decision, and refused to follow it. The reduc- 
tion—n»tional it may be—does not take effect until the minute is 
registered, and until that is done the resolution ht not to be acted 
on —RE CaLGARY aND Epwonton Lanp Co (Buckley, J., Deo. 19, 
1905) (1906, 1 Ch. 141); Re Lees Brook Srrmynine Co. (Swinfen 
Eady, J., June 1, 1906) (1906, 2 Ch. 394). 


Winding Up—Assets Covered by Debentures—The old head- 
note of the report of Re Chapel Howse Colliery Co, (24 Ch. 259) is still 
the law, at any rate to this extent, that ‘although as a general rale 
an unpaid creditor of a company which cannot pay its debt is entitled 
to a winding-up order, that order will not be made when it is shewn 
that the petitioning creditor cannot gain anything by a winting-up 
order.” In the last case on the subject Romer, L.J., said: “ If it was 
proved that no possible benefit could acorue to the unsecured « reditors, 
Ishould agree . . . that a winding-up order ought not to be made.” 
On the other hand, recent decisions seem to have shifted the onus 
trom the petitioning creditor to those who are opposing « winding- 

tition, Mr. Justice Buckley in Re Alfred Melson & Co. (Lemetdy 

1906, 1 Ch. 845) said that in certain cases ‘* the principl 





je was 
that a creditor who comes for a winding-up order must in general 
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shew that there is some expectation of obtaining payment of 
something under the order when other crediturs oppose the 
petition.” In the case before the Court of Appeal (to which 
we have referred) other creditors—to wit, debenture-holders—did 
oppose; but the Master of the Rolls said: ‘“‘The onus is clearly 
on the debenture-holders to negative [the] possibility” ‘‘of the 
creditors reaping any fruits out of’ a winding-up order. This 
is only repeating in substance what Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams 
(as he then was) lxid down fourteen years ago in Re Krasnapolssy 
Restaurant Co. (1892, 3 Ch. 174). In Re Chapel House Colliery Co. 
the opposition of the debenture - holders was successful. Nowa- 
days it is not enough to shew that the debentures cover the total 
assets, and are to secure an amount exceeding the value of those assets, 
for debentures may possibly be upset and advantage may accrue 
from the liquidator, on behalf of the company, being the real 
defendant in an action to enforce the debenture-holders’ security. 
Aguin, the opposition to a winding-up petition of a company which 
has fully mortgaged its assets is net-available. The only opposition 
which will be listened to is that of a substantial majority of other 
unsecured creditors—those of the same class as that to which the 

titioner belongs.—RE CrIGGLEsTONE Coat Co: (C. A., May 31) 
1906, 2 Ch. 327). 


Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Re J. H, SELKIRK (LIM.) (PETITION OF ASSOCIATED NEWSPAPERS 
(LIM.)). 17th Oct. 


Company—Winpine vrp—Votuntary Winpine ure Penpinc—BeEnNerir To 
CREDITORS. 


Petition by creditors to wind up the respondent company. It appeared 
from the petition and affidavits that the company was registered on the 
30th of September, 1905, with a capital of £4,000 in shares of £1 each. 
Of these 3,300 had been issued, 2,294 being held by a Mr. Selkirk, who 
was the promoter and vendor aud also the sole director and manager of 
the company. Mr. Selkirk’s business, sold to the company and carried 
on by them, was that of advertising agents, and the debt of the petition- 
ing creditors, Associated Newspapers (Limited), which amounted to 
£603, was the amount of a judgment with costs obtained by them against 
the respondent company in respect of advertisements inserted in their 
newspapers by them and not paid for. ()n the 24th of September last 
the respondents’ registered office was closed, and a notice affixed thereto 
referred inquirers to a c-rtain gentlemin whose name and address was 
given, but who at the time was abroad. Un the 27th of September a 
resolution was passed to wind the company up voluntarily, the above 
gentleman being made liquidator. On the 3lst of July previousa mort- 
gage of all its property, including the uncalled capital, was granted 
by the company to Mr. Selkirk to secure a sum of £5,188 alleged to be 
due from it to him. The company was insolvent. It was contended 
on behalf of the petitioners that the granting of the mortgage 
amounted to a fraudulent preference of Mr. Selkirk to other creditors, 
avd was therefore void, and that the resolution to wind up voluntarily was 
not passed bond fide, but in order to defeat the company’s creditors, and 
that as the control of the winding up would in effect be in the hands of 
Mr. Selkirk, the creditors would be injured. This petition was supported 
by creditors for £2.000. The following passage from the judgment of 
Lindley, L.J., in He National Debenture and Assets Corporation (1891, 2 Ch., 
at p. 518), was read: ‘‘It comes, therefore, now to the simple question 
of whether it is necessary and proper for the pr>tection of the creditors 
to make a compulsory winding-up order instead of continuing the super- 
visimn order. . . . The company is a curious company, there is a 
great deal to be found out, and the powers of the court. especially now 
since the m-difications which have been made by lart years Act [the 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890], to inquire into tricks or malpractices 
under a compulsory order, are very considerably larger than they are 
under a voluutary winding up. Under the circumstances the creditors 
are entitled, in my opinion, to have a compulsory order.’”” The voluntary 
winding up was no bar to the order asked for if the general body of 
creditors desired it, although no one of them could prove that the 
voluntary windiog up prejudiced him (Re Bishop & Sons (Limited) (1900, 2 
Ch. 255) ), and here the great bulk of the creditors supported the petition. 
On behalf of the respondents it was contended that the petition was 
oppos-d by ordinary trade creditors to the amount of £800, and that 

uently this was merely a question as between two sets of creditors as to 

the way in which the winding up should be conducted. Nothing could be 
obtained under a compulsory winding up that could not be obtained in the 
voluntary wiading up. It was admitted that the granting of the mortgage 
con-tituted a fraudulent preference, but any money improperly taken 
could be recovered in the pending winding up. ‘he case of Re Bishop & 
Sons (Limited) was a diffcereut case from the present one, for there ninety 
per cent. of the creditors supported the petition, while a much smaller 
oe did so in this case. Onder section 145 of the Companies 
, 1862, a petitioner had to shew that his rights would be prejudiced 


@ voluntary winding up, but no evidence to that effect was given in 








case. 
Bazonavz Dzawe, J.,eaid he would not call on the petitioner for a reply. 
The present case seemed to him one of those cases in which there should 
be a compulsory order. When he found that the company started with a 





capital of £4,000; that Mr. Selkirk, the promoter, held the majority of the 
shares which had been issued, and that the whole of the assets of the 
company, including the uncalled capital, had been granted to him, it 
seemed to him that it was a case of the greatest suspicion. There mast be 
the usual order to wind up.—CounsgL, D. Scewart-Smith, K.C., and FE. Pp 
Hewwtt ; Richard Nevill; Woodfin. Soxicitons, W. H. Smith § Son: 
Piesse § Sons ; W. B. Glasier. ; 


[Reported by W. L, L. Bet, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Law Societies. 


The Law Society. 
THE ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING. 


As we mentioned last week, two of the papers prepared for the meeting 
were not read, owing to lack of time. One of these, by Mr. H. Krinestzy 
Woon, of the City of London, was on 


An Aspect oF MODERN LEGISLATION. 


“The public good,’”’ said Bentham, “ought to be the object of the 
legislator; general utility ought to be the foundations of his reasons, 
To know the true good of the community is what constitutes the science 
of legislation; the art consists in finding the means to realize that 
good.’ How far does modern legislation embody these ideals? Ff 
these words were written over the portals of the Houses of Parlia 
ment, or in some other way constantly brought before every aspiring 
legislator, would so many ‘‘sundrie lovabil Acts of Parliament ”’ (to quote 
Fletcher of Saltoun) be found on our present day statute book? Legis 
lation, therefore, according to our text, exists for the common good, x 
cufes our natural and independent rights, and restrains lawlessness, 
The late Mr. Witt, K.C., gave another reason. He says, ‘‘Why does 
every session bring forth a crop of Acts-altering the general law 
of the land? The answer is, no Government can afford to produce a 
King’s Speech without a list of projected pom reforms,” In 
other words, politicians must live nalt move and have their being. Ar 
we not more and more at the mercy of those who are for ever on the 
look out, no doubt from the best motives, to tinker, patch, or over- 
throw? Cannot we say with Byron— 

“TI would all men were free 

As well from kings as mobs, from you as me!”’ 
Individual liberty is being daily sacrificed at the altar of uniformity of 
human conduct. The independent and sturdy citizen is being replaced 
by one of a like cast to his fellow. His principal duty 1n the life df 
the State is to obey, and pay rates and taxes. We need not look far 
for illustrations of many of these “‘lovabil Acts.’”? The Shop Hours Act 
was @ measure that received little attention. Yet from one point of 
view it went to swell the great and grave constitutional changes that 
are being made. Once this Act is in operation and a notice thrust 
into the hands of the tradesmen, then forthwith his business must be 
closed at a particular hour on a particular day. The aforesaid trades 
man may have a different idea, so may his customers, but an inexorable lay 
bids him do as his fellows and be thankful. It is not surprising that 
indignation has arisen, and corporation committees have decided to 
no more action under the Act. ‘‘ Modern legislation,” says an eminent 
authority, ‘‘is restless, bold, and also inquisitorial in its dealings 
with the daily concerns of life. We say, ‘*An Englishman’s homes 
his castle!’? We have seen what happens if the castle degenerates intos 
shop. The modern Englishman cannot nowadays build his castle as he 
likes, either as to the labour he employs or the material wherewith le 
builds. If the aforesaid castle is in the County of London, a worse fate 
befalls him, for he must reckon with another ‘‘lovabil’’ enactmeat— 
the Land Transfer Act. With a truly magnificent irresponsibility th 
landowners—big or small—of the County of London have been sac 
ficed for an experiment of compulsory land registration. 

“In mad game 

They break their manacles to wear the name 
Of freedom, graven on a heavier chain.” 
rinciple that there should be correspondence betwee 
public opinion. Here we have public opinion st 
and inquiry refused. ‘Letting alone,” said John Stuart Mill, “ should 
be the general practice; every departure from it unless required by 
some great good is a certain evil.”” It is not a great difficulty to obtal 
the consent of a friend to act as executor of a will or trustee of its 
fund. There is no public outcry for a public official to act in. 
capacity. There is no long-felt want. Englishmen do not like officials; 
yet, as a sign of the times, a Public Trustee Act looks large, and ¥ 
see visions of public buildings, London and district offices, and the usu 
paraphernalia. Even the Lord Chancellor is not forgotten! In ™ 
event of a real difficulty the public trustee cam be excused. The int 
mate relations of trustee and beneficiary are to be at an end, and the 
public are again to have thrust upon them something they have nev 
asked for and do not want. The careless and improvident expenditar 
of public money is a matter that considarably bears upon this sub 
That this goes u ~ | leaps and bounds, while the necessary checks r 
control have gradually but surely diminished is another serious aspect 
the question. In conclusion, modern legislation in man instances 
(and admittedly from one aspect of the matter) means the m 
made citizen. We are in danger of forgetting we are a coll 
of units, not one of which is like his fellows; of encouraging nd 
irresponsibility by nationalizing the child; filial irresponsibility by 


It is a good 


legislation an 
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schemes as old age pensions ; and individual irresponsibility by shifting 
purdens from the citizen to the official—from one upon all. Herbert 
Spencer says, “Let it be seen that a future of a nation depends on the 
ture of its units of the ends to be kept in view by the 
Jogislator all are unimportant compared with the end of character- 
ies ; ‘and yet character-making is an end wholly unrecognized. 


The other paper was by Mr. Jonn James Covtton, of Lynn, on 
Ovr LecistatIve AND JupictaL SysreMe. 

‘slative and judicial systems are a subject which has long 
aa pnts wat It has now become prominent, and I gladly 
take this opportunity of submitting my views to the profession. Be- 
ginning Wi legislation, we all know the mistakes, the trouble, the 
expensive and harassing ann which have followed inaccurate and 
sometimes really unintelligible expressions in Acts of Parliament, 
requiring interpretation (not always rey a by courts of law or 
equity and not seldom by our ultimate tribunal, the House of Lords. 
In a case which occurred recently and is stilt pending, doubt has been 
thrown by high judicial authority on the construction, hitherto un- 
questioning] accepted, of a clause in the Education Act, a doubt 
which mast be settled either by appeal or by an amending or declaring 
Act which cannot be expected to pass without discussion. If while still 
a Bill awaiting its third reading in the Commons this Act had been 
settled by competent legal draftsmen, say perhaps their chief clerk 
assisted. b the law officers of the Crown, whose appointments, sure 
roads to the bench, ought, I submit, to debar them from private prac- 
tice, might not this uncertain wording have been made clear? - 
ing to judicature. Is it not generally thought that the High Court 
bench is undermanned? Steps towards ne it have been 
taken, but these, I submit, are inadequate. not the time of life 
at which judges are usually appointed too far advanced? Ought the 
bench is to be a place of rest after long years of hard work or a place 
of earlier, higher, and better work? Ought a new judge to be one 
who has spent his best years at the bar? I venture to suggest that 
good High Court judges might be drawn from the more active and 
able judges of county courts, whose stipend, adequately increased, 
might still be much below those of the present High Court judges. 
Might not some such arrangement provide a much-needed addition to 
the number of High Court judges without permanently increasing the 
cost of the judicial staff? And have we not too long a chain of courts? 
How can we reckon when a suit will end? Would it not simplify 
legal proceedings if a county court, assize court, or quarter sessions 
judgment were appealable to three High Court judges, their judg- 
ment, if unanimous, to be final? If not, a final appeal to a High 
Court judge, chosen by and from his compeers. The appellable jurs- 
diction of the House of Lords would cease, but the functions of the 
Lord Chancellor (or Lord Keeper) as Speaker of the House and con- 
fidential adviser of the Crown would remain. Moreover, ought there 
not to be an age at which any judges should retire? A retired judge 
might still be young enough to be a successful and useful writer on 
law, or even, as I believe is the case in America, to practise it. One 
other topic, and I will conclude. Why should all the judges of a much 
enlarged High Court always sit in London ? - Why not a quorum of three 
occasionally, as circumstances may require, in large provincial towns— 
if as a beginning, Bristol, Manchester, Newcastle and Norwich? 

ould not this be another step in the direction of bringing justice 
to every man’s door? And might it not do something to check the 
extension of our over y i i sf 
grown and still growing Metropolis? 





Bristol Incorporated Law Society. 
= following are extracts from the report of the council : 
and Registration.—At the request of the Law Societ: i 
addressed to each of the Parliamentary candidates for thls city at the 
ve aragane Election, inquiring whether they would oppose further 
— sory registration pending an impartial inquiry into the working 
itherto of the Land Trausfer Act, 1897; and also whether, pending such 
oe: they were in favour of the present compulsory registration 
ba eee leaving owners of land free to register or not as they 
whe ad tie: Acne To these inquiries only one reply, beyond 
‘ ae : ; 
core ndoatd Sa ay li and tbis was in favour of the 
egu Education.—The council are glad to be able to report the i 

of > —_* £150 for this year (as against £75 for the cing tipoeatinnh teas 
tee. nag in aid of the above, in consequence of which the work has 
Se ous , . extended, Since the last report six courses of lectures 
gh m delivered, three courses by Mr. A. M. Wilshere, barrister-at- 
oe a senior students, the subjects being respectively, ‘ Contracts,’’ 
Bi — and Torts,” and ‘‘ Bankruptcy and the Law of Evidence ”: 
ten ey, sae by Mr. C. A. Chilton, solicitor, on the ‘‘ Law of Property 
ne te ras onstitutional Law,” and on ‘‘ Rights in Private Relations 
> ved B. ngs Personal.’’ The total number of students entering for 
= coda —. “4 oA 44, many of whom attended each course, The average 
On the saad eh en good, and the reports of the lecturers satisfactory. 
ir hocks to of the examinations held in connection therewith, a prize of 
8 to the value of £1 1s. was awarded by this society to each of the 


following —namel 

; y, Mr. J. G. Stanier, Mr. E. J.G. Higham, and Mr. P.J 

— e ones are glad to be able to state tha, te seeponas $0 
belied te = - in January last, a considerable number of solicitors 
The Pay the fees for their articled clerks’ attendance at these lectures, 


members hereof were first elected under the new charter having expired, 
the Council of the Law Society resolved to make no alteration in the scheme 
for the election of these members, and this society therefore still remains 
amongst tho-e ungrouped societies who nominate a member individually, 
Mr. F. F. Cartwright, who was nominated by this society in 1903, to the 
great regret of his colleagues and the profession, died in April last, and at 
a special general meeting of this « ciety, held in June last, Mr. F Sturge 
was nominated and has since been elected an extraordinary member in his 
place. ‘The council desire to remind the profession that, as the retention 
by this society of its place with the ungrouped societies depends to some 
extent at any rate upon the number of members of the Law Society within 
its district, it is important that this membership should not be allowed to 
diminish, but that on this, as well as on other grounds, efforts should be 
made to increate it. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Bramrmscuam Law Srvupents’ Socrery.—Oct. 9.—Chsirman, Mr. Ion 
Atkins.—The subject for discussion was: ‘‘ That the codification of the 
English law is desirable.” The speakers in the affirmative were Messrs. 
G. M. Bark, B.A., LL.B., J. Moore Bayley, B.A., E. H. Clutterbuck, 
G. A. Baker, and W. H. C. Sharp, B.A.; and in the negative Messrs. 
A. J. Gateley, E. W. Tunbridge, C. 8. H. Ducheman, and G. H. J. 
Cowley. After the leaders on both sides had replied, tre chairman 
summed up, and on a vote being taken the motion was lost by four votes. 


Law Srupents’ Desatinec Socrery.—Oct. 16.—Chairman, Mr. P. M. C. 
Hart.—The subject fur debate was: ‘‘That the case of Re Benett, Ward 
v. Benett (1906, 1 Ch. 216), was wrongly decided.” Mr. A. J. Fere Bass 
opened in the affirmative, and Mr. G. Harston seconded in the affirmative ; 
Mr. Krauss opened in the negative, and Mr. Dowding seconded in the 
negative. The following members continued the debate : For the motion, 
Mr, H. T. Thomson; against the motion, Messrs. Pleadwell and Fitton. 
The motion was lost by eleven votes. ‘ 








The Land Registry. 


Tue report of the Registrar of the Land Registry for the years 1902, 
1903, 1904, and 1905, as to the work of constructing a General Register of 
Title for the County of London has just been issued. The first and second 
parts relate to the work of the registry, which we hope hereafter to print, 
but the third part contains matter of so much importance that we give it 
at once in full : 


Parr Il].—Svecestions ror Furravr Lecis.at1on. 


I will now venture to submit a few points in which I think further 
legislation would be desirable. They relate to (1) certain amendments of 
detail in the system of registratiom itself, (2) greater tacilities for extension 
of the system into other parts of the country, and (3) the general registra- 
tion of absolute instead of possessory titles, 


1, Amendment of the Acts.—One of the advantages of the extensive 
application given to the Land Transfer Acts during the last seven years is 
that experience has been gained of their application to a great variety of 
of unforeseen circumstances, and a large amount of professional talent has 
been expended on a scrutiny of some of their less obvious features and 
characteristics. While the results have been favourable to the Acts as a 
whole (as shewn by the entire absence of definite complaint in regard to 
ordinary transactions) there are nevertheless a few points on which it would 
seem that amendment might be desirable. The chief of these appear to 
me to be the fuller definition of the position of the registered proprietor of 
land—especiully as regards notice and the legal estate —and strengthening 
ot the powers of the creditor under a registered charge. This is hardly 
the occasion for entering in great detail into these somewhat technical 
matters ; it may suffice to state the principal recommendations | have to 
make upon them, which are these: (1) It appears questionable whether 
when land is registered, and therefore questions of priority are largely 
disposed of by the mere order of registration, any really useful 
purpose is served by retaining the time-honoured distinction between 
the legal and equitable estate. The clauses required to remove 
this distinction would need careful drafting, and acquaintance with various 
anomalies that have grown out of it, for which express provision would 
have to be made. (2) The registered proprietor for the time being should 
have the fee simple (the legal fee simple, if the distinction is not abolished) 
vested in him, and all powers properly incident thereto, and it should be 
inalienable except by a registered disposition. (3) The position and powers 
of the registered proprietor of a charge, and of those who deal with him, 
should be somewhat more precisely defined. Further regulations in regard 
to the creditor wae and disposing of the legal estate will also be desir- 
able. (4) It shouid be laid down more clearly than it is at present that a 
registered purchaser or mortgagee is not affected even by express notice 
of an adverse equitable right unless that right is protect-d by caution or 
oth-rwise on the register. If these alterations were made, or even the last 
three only, the chief objections felt by conveyancers torelying entirely on 
the Acts in dealings with registered land would, I think, be removed ; the 
registered proprietorship would acquire the jull value that it was intended 
t» possess, the practice of executing extraneous deeds, and certain other 
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sometimes recommended as a protection against possible contingencies or 
dealings with registered land would practically drop out of use. 

2. Extension to Other Countses.—The London registers being now fairly 
started, the extension of the general register to the rest of England and 
Wales naturally presents itself for consideration. As the Act stands at 
present, this question, which may reasonably claim to be treated as a 
national one, seems likely to remain practically a local one for an indefinite 
period. The orders establishing general registration from time to time 
are to be made by the Privy Council, and if earlier Bills are consulted, it 
will be seen that down to 1897 this was the whole provision proposed to 
be msde. But owing to clauses first inserted in 1897, the Privy Council 
cannot make the necessary order without the previous invitation of the 
county council of the county to be affected. This provision has, I believe, 
already served the full purpose for which it was inserted by the Legislature, 
and as it imposes considerable drawbacks on the progress of reform, I may 
be pardoned, perhaps, for urging some considerations in favour of remov- 
ing it, and of restoring to the Privy Council the full powers proposed to 
beconferred on them in the earlier Bills—which Bills, it may be remembered, 
were unanimously by the House of Lords on a number of occasions. 
For one thing, if I remember rightly, the restriction was inserted in 
deference to a feeling that the incidence of compulsory registration in a 
county might. cause such a general dislocation of business as to bring all 
ordinary transactions to a standstill, with great attendant inconvenience 
and loss to the persons intended to be benefited. The following extracts 
from the speeches of opponents of the Act on the third reading debate 
in the House of Commons illustrate this feeling: ‘If the legislation 
should be a failure, it would inflict enormous loss and inconvenience upon 
landowners in the county where the experiment was tried.” ‘‘ Compulsory 
registration would increase the cost of working-men’s houses to an iutoler- 
able exent.’’ ‘‘ When it was known that the conveyances for every small 
house in every small street had to be registered there would be a perfect 
uproar on the subject.”’ *‘ The effect of the measure would be to puta 
stop to the transfer of Jand in Greater London for a long period.’’* 
Accordingly, the provision to which I am now referring was introduced as 
a check upon any rash action of the kind, together with a further 
temporary safeguard that till the expiration of three years after 
the making of the first order no further order was to be made ‘all. 
It is now eight years since the making of the first order, and it has been 
clearly seen, by its application to the largest, the busiest, the most 
important, and the most conspicuous county in the whole country, that no 
such dislocation of business as was apprehended has occurred. With the 
exception of the slight temporary expense involved in the inauguration of 
the new system, which is on the whole less than the schedule to the Act 
iteelf propounded, it is unquestionable that business as a whole goes on 
exactly as it did before, while fresh properties are being placed on the 
register at a rate which at some seasons rises to over 150 a day. The 
easy manner in which this change has been effected is probably in 

measure due to the gradual way in which the order came into 
operation. For the first two months only four parishes in the West End 
of London were affected, then eleven parishes in the East End were added, 
after six months more the rest of North London (except the City and 
North Woolwich) came in. South London followed in three groups of 
parishes, at intervals of three, four, and six months, while for various 
reasons the City was not added till nearly three years after that. But the 
work from the City is only about one-sixtieth of the rest of London, so it 
may be said that, substantially, in less than two years (January, 1899, to 
November, 1900), with about six months’ preliminary preparation, the 
whole of London, which may be taken as the equivalent of seven ordinary 
counties in England and Wales, was brought under the system without 
any serious difficulty. Under these circumstances is it reasonable any 
longer to fear the possibility of a deadlock occurring in land transactions 
throughout the country generally, if the question of further extension 
were to be left to the Privy Council alone to decide? One or two further 
considerations may be mentioned in favour of removing the present 
restriction. One of the drawbacks of our present conveyancing system is 
ite want of uniformity; in Middlesex and Yorkshire there are deed 
, in other counties none. In London there is a general register 

of title, in other counties ite use is at the option of the individual 
landowner. Are we for an indefinite period to continue this state 
of things, with facilities for the addition of any number of 
further anomalies, caused by isolated counties here and there adopt- 
ing registration of title under this Act, while the remainder retain 
their former various conditions, whatever they may happen to be? Not 
only would counties each have their own peculiar conveyancing law, but 
‘owing to the definition of county contained in the Act, which inclndes 
) mumerous boroughs would have a different law to that of the 
surrounding country or even to their own surrounding suburbs. That 
economy and convenience in administration would be better secured by 
leaving the question of extension to the central authority is, of course, 80 
evident as hardly to need demonstration. The Privy Vouncil would naturally 
according to a regular prearranged plan: grouping the counties 

where desirabic) into districts according to local conditions ; fixing district 
registries in the principal business centres, and, possibly, with a system of 
local agencies in smaller places—the whole being carried out in whatever 
manner might seem likely to lead to the greatest ultimate advantage of 
the public. It would be much more difficult to effect this if the system is 
to be lecemeal, according to the order in which invitations may 
atrive the individual counties; these would be limited in their effect 
to their own particular areas (in many cases very small ones), and would 
take effect in a haphazard way, according to the varieties of local opinion— 
probably without much regard to the ultimate general efficiency of the 
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organization as a whole. Shortly, the objections to this part of the Acty 
it stands appears to be—(1) It renders progress beyond London up 
for a very long time ; (2) it may increase, and, perhaps, even perpetuate, 
anomaly—of which we already have more than enough; (3) Progress, 
when made, will follow lines neither the most economical nor the 
convenient. The way to avoid these objections would be to restore th 
initiative to the Privy Council, subject to such right (if apy) of logy 
objection as may be deemed necessary or desirable. 

3. An Inquiry.—It may be suggested that before enlarging the powey 
of the Privy Council there should be an inquiry into the working of th 
Act. To this I have no objection to offer, provided the right issue jg 
raised. Hitherto the temand for inquiry has usually been coupled with 
expressions indicating a very imprriect apprehension of the policy of 
the Act, and of the point to which attention should be directed, Ng 
long ago it was suggested that the Land Registry ought to be already ing 
position to shew that registration of title under the conditions that exist jy 
England does simplify titles and facilitate the transfer of land. From thy 
preceding paragraphs 3, 4, and 40, it will be seen that such an expectation 
is not warranted by the principles of the Act—the curative effect of 
possessory registration being very gradual, and requiring probably tw 
or thirty years to elapse before it would become generally noticeable, 
Only a small proportion of land is registered each year, and, consequently, 
even after twenty years, only a small proportion of sales will derive much 
benefit from the Act. I submit that the proper and principal subject fo 
inquiry would be whether the public is or is not paying too heavy a prig 
in present trouble and cost for the advantages which are to follow whe 
the system has attained its full efficacy ; whether the administration of the 
department is or is not as good as it might be ; and whether any improve. 
ments’ can be suggested for more completely, rapidly, and conveniently 
carrying out the general objects of the Acts—namely, the registration, 
with absolute title, of all land in England and Wales. 

4. General Registration with Absolute Title.—The experience gained with 
the applications for absolute title already received points very definitely to 
a conclusion which, if adopted, would, I think, greatly increase th 
usefulness and popularity of the Acts, and would remove almost the only 
remaining objection to them which is urged even by their well-knom 
opponents. I mean that it would be possible, without increasing the initial 
fees for registration, to make all registered titles absolute instead of 
sory from the beginning. Thatis to say, that the period of incubation (soto 
speak) of a registered title would be either eliminated altogether, or reduced 
to so short a duration as to be practically of no moment. The full benefits 
of the Acts would thus be secured for the public at once. The adéi- 
tional cost involved in the department could be defrayed by slightly 
increasing the subsequent fees, which, as they would be paid by persons 
who would benefit to a much larger extent by the diminished costs of 
conveyancing, would not be objected to by the public. The extrem 
rarity of any real defect in a title which has passed through a sale~ 
especially if that sale be a public one—is well known to all persons of 
experience ; and, considering that all the compulsorily registered title 
are of this character, it ought not to be difficult to devise a system 
whereby the purchaser’s investigations can be efficiently checked in thy 
office at very small expense. In fact, we are already proceeding on this 
principle to a very great extent in the applications for absolute title 
made under the new rules. When all titles in a district come unde 
review, one title usually throws light upon others, and in a short 
while, with proper indexing, there would be such an amount 
of information in this office as would enable us to treat may 
questions cheaply and with confidence, which in the case of private 
investigation would be costly and indecisive. I do not propose to enter 
more closely in this subject here, but if and when legislation is contem 
plated, I hope to be allowed to put forward suggestions in fuller detail 
Further, when this process has advanced some way, and a fair proportion 
of land is on the register with absolute title, there should be power, by 
Order in Council, to provide for the similar general registration of the 
whole of the remainder within a short period. It will easily be seen that 
a general registration of all titles in a district at once can be conducted am 
much safer and more economical lines than registration of the same title 
one by one according to the accident of sale. It is also fairly clear that 
when once registration of title has been definitely decided on as the system 
to be followed, and a certain number of the most suleable properties haw 
been placed on the register by way of example, the further continuance d 
a double system of conveyancing in the country would be greatly to th 
disadvantage of both the landowners and the public, and that the Govem: 
ment should be given power to put a summary end to the anomaly withs 
little delay as possible. It would appear to be worth serious consideration 
whether the whole difficulty of providing the initial cost of establishing 
the registers might uot be overcome by the expedient of raising a Gover 
ment loan sufficient to pay the expenses, both public and private, o 
the whole operation of registering all good holding titles as absolute, 
to be repaid within a limited period out of the surplus fees on future 
registered dealings. There is reason to think that the fees might 
adjusted so as to provide this amount, while stiJl leaving a substantia 
immediate benefit to the public. On the expiration of the period fixed i 
repayments the benefit would, of course, become greatly enlarged. 


Paut [V.—Ports or Paacrics, 


Finally, I desire to tender a few observations on certain inconvenience 
in practice which might be avoided if the principles of the Acts and rulé 
were better understood and attended to, They relate to (1) the practi 
of preparing, and requiring execution of a double set of deeds on deslings 
with registered lands; (2) the practice of creditors under re; 
charges demanding the custody of the borrower’s land certificate ; and @) 
the mode of preparing bills of costs in dealings with possessory titles, 
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1, Deeds Off the Register.—It will be remembered that one of the means 
ed under the registry system for simplifying transactions with land 
consists in the obligatory use of short clear forms of transfer and charge 
on the occasion of sales and mortgages. These forms contain no recitals or 
other matter foreign to the actual business in hand, they avoid the uss of 
technical phrases, and, in short, enable any person of ordinary business 
capacity to see clearly what he is doing when he executes a deed, 
and even (should he care to take the trouble) enable him to 
i with expert assistance in all but complicated transactions. A 
number of model forms are contained in the rules, adapted to a consider- 
able variety of cases, and power is also expressly given to alter and add to 
the forms in any manner that may be necessary in order to carry out the 
intentions of the parties. In the majority of transactions, where the value 
of the property disposed of is small, it seems probable that these regula- 
lations are adhered to, the statutory forms (altered and added to as 
occasion requires) being used and no other documents being executed. 
But it also appears that in an important minority of transactions, especially 
, and where the value of the property disposed of is large, deeds 
of conveyance and mortgage in the old forms are also prepared and 
executed as well as the statutory transfers and charges, thus iucreasing 
the trouble, and sometimes the cost, incident: to the transactions them- 
selves, and preparing confusion for tbe future by creating and maintaining 
a kind of spurious title, evidenced by deeds outside the register, 
and tending to perpetuate the old-fashioned system of abstracts of 
title, with its attendant expense and uncertainty, in a somewhat 
vated form. It is very seldom that one of these documents 
contains anything that might not just as well have been inserted 
in the registered instrument which it accompanies. It will easily 
be seen that a practice under which landowners are asked to execute 
two deeds in all dealings with registered land, whereas only one is 
required for unregistered land, is hardly likely to give them a favourable 
impression of the new system. Another disadvantage of the practice is 
that it has a tendency to obscure the true issue in various legal proceedings 
by directing attention to documents of secondary importance instead of to 
the register where the real pith of the action must eventually be found to 
lie, Cases have been brought to my notice where foreclosure proceedings 
were taken on the unregistered mortgage instead of on the registered 
charge, and their uselessness only became apparent when it was sought to 
carry the orders made into practical effect. I know of no immediately 
effective means of putting an end to the inconvenient practice to which 
I have drawn attention. In cases where additional charges are made 
for the unnecessary documents the point might be raised on a summons 
for taxation. But taxation is seldom resorted to in conveyancing matters, 
and I further believe (for a reason which will appear later—para. 83, 
p. 18) that in many cases no specific charges are made for the additional 
deeds. The trouble arises from an apparent inability to recognize the fact 
that the new forms are quite as efficacious as the old, and as long as this 
state of mind exists the more cautious practitioners will probably continue 
to seek safety by continuing the use of both. It is rather in the hope of 
overcoming this feeling to a certain extent that I have ventured to make 

these observations. 


_ 2. Retention of Land Certificates by Charge Creditors.—A good deal of 
inconvenience and expense to landowners is caused by creditors under 
registered charges requiring the borrowers to deposit with them their 
land certificates. It will be remembered that under the non-registration 
system of conveyancing a mortgagee is obliged to obtain the custody of 
@ mortgagor’s title deeds, because otherwise he could not sell the 
property, and also because if he left them in the mortgagor's hands the 
tter might conceal the existence of the mortgage on suSequent dealings. 
But it is a considerable inconvenience to the mortgagor, because on all 
such dealings he has to send people to the mortgagee to look at the 
title deeds, and usually must pay his solicitor a fee for producing 
them. Under the registry system nothing of this kind is necessary. 
The borrower keeps his land certificate (a note of the charge being indorsed 
on it) and the creditor has a separate certificate of his own, called a “ cer- 
tificate of charge,’’ containing all information about the charge, and the 
land comprised in it and all incumbrances (if any), and enabling him 
to sell the land and deal with the security in any manner he pleases. 
In order to remove all possible reason for the creditor requiring the 
land certificate, the charge certificate is made to contain full particulars 
from the register and of the registered plan of the land charged, 
the preparation and issue of charge certificates forming a very appre- 
ciable proportion of the total work of the department. Production 
of the land certificate is never required on any transfer of, or other 
dealing with, the charge, or on any sale, foreclosure, or other mode of 
enforcement of the security. By these means it was hoped that the 
landowner would be saved a considerable amount of inconvenience and 
expense on all subsequent dealings as compared with the old system. In 
case there should be any doubt about it the Act of 1897 expressly stated 
that (in the absence of express agreement to the contrary) the creditor 
should have no right to retain the debtor's land certificate : see eection 8, 
enb-seotion, 4. Unfortunately the conservative habits of the legal profes- 
sion have hitherto in practice prevented landowners from deriving much 
efit from these arrangements. It is not too much to say that the 
nity of practitioners ignore them altogether, and insist, on behalf 
¢ the creditor, that he shall hold not only his own certificate of 
bee but (as with title deeds in the old days before the Act) the 
ees land certificate as well. ‘The result of this is that as 
gards subsequent transactions during the mortgage the borrower is 
hot only not relieved from the disadvantages he suffered under the 
— but suffers them in an aggravated form. For whereas on 
Celle actions under the former system he only had to ask the 
to allow inspection of his deeds—a comparati’ simple matier— 








he now has to ask the creditor to uce the land certificate at the Land 
Registry at a given date, and to leave it-there for a few days, while the 
required official indorsements are being made upon it—a much more 
serious, and usually more ex! ive matter—not to mention a good deal 
of difficulty sometimes in inducing him to take it there at all. Of 
course it may be asked, why does the borrower allow himself to be 
treated in this manner? In reply, it seems sufficient to point out 
that creditors and their solicitors are usually in a i more or 
less to dictate theirown terms. Also, the full extent of the inconvenience 
is;often not nee till after the time for resistence has gone by. Ina 
case which [ heard of not long ago, where forty leases, each of which had 
been separately registered, were to be included in one mortgage, the 
borrower stated that the creditor’s solicitor was a fee of two 
guineas for each certificate to be produced —eighty guineas in all. “So great 
does this tax upon the borrowers appear likely to become that it may 
eventually be necessary (unless the practice modifies itself) to reconsider 
the whole subject of land and charge certificates. These documents are 
not by any means a necessary incident of registration of title, though, if 
reasonably dealt with, they are a great convenience to the landowner and 
to mortgagees. But according to the custom now prevalent they are 
conv in many cases (though doubtless unintentionally) into a mere 
engine of oppression. It is much to be desired thata reasonable practice, 
in accordance with the clear intention of the Act, may be adopted by 
general consent and so render it unnecessary to make any new departure 
in legislation on this subject. 

3. Solicitors’ Charges for Dealings with Registered Land.—It seems that it is 
not always remembered in preparing bills of costs on sales and mortgages 
of land already on the register that Schedule I. of the Remuneration 
Order of 1882 has no application to registered land—not even where the 
title is possessory —see paragraph 1 of the Remuneration Order itself. As 
regards absolute title, and, in fact, any case where no title outside the 
register is investigated—which would include all cases of y title 
where the first registration is taken as the root of title, and also all lease- 
hold titles first entered in the name of the original lessee, of which there 
are already over 23,000 on the books—a special scale is instituted by the 
Land Transfer Rules, 1903: see rule 336 (C) (i.) and Schedule II. 
This scale is 10s. 6d. per £100 up to £1,000 value, and afterwards at 
lower rates, Be ge with £26 5s. for values over £80,000 For oe 
ings with registered with possessory title there is no scale, 
and charges should be made according to the work actually done : 
rule 336 (C) (ii.). The effect of this rule is that, as the work to be done 
gradually diminishes, owing to the operation of the principle explained 
above (paragraphs 39 and 40, p. 10), the costs will diminish likewise, until, 
when no investigation outside the register is required, the new scale 
referred to in the preceding paragraph will apply. The perusal of bills 
of costs forms no part of the usual work of this department, so I can only 
speak subject to correction on this point, but so far as I can gather from 
statements made as to the practice on dealings with possessory title, the 
system usually in fact adopted is to ignore the rule above referred to, and 
to charge ‘“‘scale”’ costs under Schedule I. of the Remuneration Order 
of 1882, plus the fees paid in the Land Registry. Of the bills of costs 
that I happen to have seen, two were pre in this manner, two accord- 
ing to the rule. The two former exhibited an increase in cost owi 
to registration, the two latter shewed a reduction. The practice whi 
I am told is the more general seems hardly satisfactory. In the first place, 
it is not sanctioned by law; next, so long as it is continued it reduces to a 
nullity the gradual curative effect of the possessory registration explained 
above (paragraphs 39 and 40, p. 10); and, further, by representing the 
costs of all dealings as exactly what they would have been before, 
plus something additional, it hardly gives a correct impression to 
the public of the general object and tendency of the Land Transfer 
Acts. If it be thought that an a2 valorem scale is desirable for 
the remuneration of solicitors on dealings with title there 
would be no great difficulty in arranging one. It should begin, 
for dealings soon after the origiual registration, at something near the 
scale of 1882, and should diminish gradually as that event recedes, until 
in, say, twenty-five years time (after which it may assumed no purchaser 
would desire to go behind the original registration, which would then be 
founded on a conveyance on sale twenty-five years old) it would merge in 
the scale already authorized for cases where no title outside the register is 


investigated (see above, paragraph 81). 








The annual dinner of the Central Criminal Court Bar Mess took 
at the Trocadero Restaurant on the 11th inst., when Mr. R. D. Muir 
presided. A considerable number of the members of the mess attended, 
and among the guests present were Mr. Justice Bucknill, Mr. Justice 
Walton, and the Dente, Sir Forrest Fulton, K.C. 


It is officially announced that the Government has decided to appeal in the 
matter now commonly spoken of as the recent West Riding jadgment. This 
decision is due to the necessity which exists for clearing up, if possible, 
some of the numerous ts of difficulty which have arisen consequentially 
upon the judgment. It appears that, owing to the particular form of the 
judgment, local authorities find themselves in great doubt as to whether 
certain forms of expenditure will or will not now be legal, and several 
difficult issues are invetitably raised in addition to the one ~ geo 
that was alone decided, technically speaking, by the judgment. the 
Board of Education and the Local Government have been ap 
to by local authorities in all parts of the country for or advive ; 
and, as neither of these departments has au ty to ag ne 
the matters in question, local authorities istration is in danger of 
drifting into chaos, and individul members naturally fear surcharge. 
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Legal Education, 


His Honour Jupez Gent delivered the opening lecture of the session of 
the department of law and economics at the Technical College, Hudders- 
field, on the subject of ‘‘ Legal Education.’’ In the course of his address 
he said that with regard to schemes of legal education it might be soundly 
said that ‘‘ Whatever is best administered is best,”” remembering that 
administration is a work not of the teachers only, but of both educators 
and educated together. Moreover, they must be working to an understood 
aim, and education from a legal point of view is not satisfied by an equip- 
ment of special knowledge, but refers to the moulding or training of the 
mind and character by habituation until qualities are acquired which befit 
and mark a good lawyer. Education is a long process. Many men in 
connection with their calling possess knowledge of its particular laws 
who could not deal like a competent lawyer with questions on those laws 
with which they are acquainted. This is the case with sheriff’s officers, 
bankers, inland revenue officials, policemen, money-lenders, and many 
others. A lawyer dealing with a legal point, the details of which 
are within the knowledge of one of those specialists, would argue and 
reach conclusions in the way that the specialist could not, the reason being 
that the lawyer is a trained and educated man. The difference lies more 
in the faculty of his mind than in his general knowledge of all branches 
of law—his trained faculty teaches him—first, in considering the facts or 
documents, not to take a part separately from the whole; secondly, 
to look for the leading factor and give it due weight ; thirdly, whether 
on rules of law or decisions, to consider the principle—the feature 
that distinguishes a lawyer from a pettifogger ; and fourthly, the true 
lawyer is habituated to exactness and precision in the useof language. In 
the education of a lawyer details of legal knowledge are important, not 
primarily for their own sake, but in order to help in building up the 
lawyer-like capacity of dealing with any material and acquiring any 
special knowledge or facts as may be needed from time to time. Legal 
materials, however, being important in this subsidiary way, the lecturer 
referred to the best practical ways of acquiring positive knowledge both by 
reading and lectures. With regard to the mode of training the mind, he 
said that previous general education of boys might greatly assist, mention- 
ing as specially useful mathematical studies and translations from one 
language to another. The special education, when begun, should include 
the examination of reported cases, writing out opinions and arguments, 
drafting documents and criticizing drafts, attending debates or moots and 
lectures. Lectures could be often most usefully attended without too 
much use of the note book. With regard to the importance of writing, he 
quoted a passage from Cicero, who held that, even for orators, no exercise 
was so valuable as assiduous writing. All these modes of instruction 
ought to be carried on simultaneously and worked in with one another. 
After the student has made some progress, the lecturer advised attendance 
at courts where there were good judges and advocates, and said that the 
better lawyer a young man already is, the more he can improve and develop 
by assisting at discussions in court. With regard to rules of procedure and 
ractice, except as to ascertaining some of the leading principles under- 
lying them, they had litile educational value. Ifa law student’s education 
rested, like that of Uriah Heep in David Copperfield, upon a study of Kidd’s 
Practice and eschewing all Latin, there would be some danger of the student 
blossoming into a lawyer of the character of Uriah Heep. Referring to 
the training of professional lawyers in matters of conduct, the lecturer 
said it was the duty of barristers and solicitors who had pupils not 
only to teach them by example, but also to expressly mention and 
inculcate particular rules of conduct—for instance, as to » pro- 
fessional honour, and so forth. For the most part, in matters of 
conduct as well as of honour, an upright man is naturally more capable 
than a cunning man; but there is one quality needed by a practising 
lawyer which an honourable man would hardly learn except by age and 
experience, and that is an insight into the dispositions of bad and malicious 
reons and consequent habite of necessary wariness and suspiciousness. 
Apart from that, the whole of a good lawyer’s equipment is more easily 
acquired in early manhood than in later years. Law students should 
therefore apply themselves steadily in youth to the study of principles. 
In youth there is an aptness for acquiring fresh capacity, ways of thought, 
customs which afterwards fades. As said, ‘‘ Late learners 
cannot s0 well take the ply.’’ Passing from the education of lawyers, 
the lecturer referred to the question, ‘‘ What share in the education of 
laymen can usefully be allotted to law?’ The notion that the law 
could be so simplified that every man could be his own lawyer was 
shewn to be chimerical, and the true use of codification was referred 
to. There was, however, no question that legal education might with 
benefit be participated in by certain classes of laymen. All educated and 
business men would find a lawyer-like mind valuable in writing and inter- 
preting documents and in judging and acting for themselves in many 
situations. ‘The fitness of such a mind for business and affairs was shewn 
by the extent to which chief working positions in the State as well as in 
great undertakings were committed to lawyers. Moreover, a substantial 
eB reneree was essential for those who were to be magistrates or 
inistrators of the law, unless they were to be either puppets or troublers. 

To that extent the universities ought to introduce a certain amount of legal 
element iuto the curricalum of their leading general course of studies, 
whatever it might be. For instance, at the University of Oxford the 
Classical school might include lectures on such matters as the construc- 
tion of documents and Knglish legal maxims. Jurisprudence in a wider 
sense he considered no necessary part of professional legal education. 
To conclude, a modest conception of practical needs with regard to 
the education of young lawyers might be thie—that there should be 
regular teaching; that the teachers should constantly put forward and 





——= 
illustrate the place and operation of legal principles in practical and 
detailed law, and also regularly instruct and exercise their pupils jy 
accurate writing and drafting according as their legal knowledge for th 
time being admits ; and that the learners should be diligent in the painfy} 
process ct writing, and should not, in the pride of youth, be scornful gf 
lectures, even the dullest. These matters were within their grasp, no 
only in London, but also the great provincial towns, and attention to them 
did not exclude an admiring vision of a great university of law to fy 
established in the metropolis, having machinery for training skilled pp. 
fessors and administrators in every system of law known to the Em 
nor a more confident hope and belief that the existing universities may dp 
something more than <.t present to equip English magistrates and leaden 
of industry with the best lawyer-like qualities of mind. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Henry Saraman Harris and Harotp Henry Harnis, solicitors (H. §, 
Harris & Co.), 63, Coleman-street, London. July 1. 


Epear Caristmas Harviz, Henry Attan RoveutTon May, and Evy 
Macravein Evan-Smiru, solicitors (Minet, Harvie, May, & Co.), 4, King 
William-street, London. Oct. 10. So far as concerns the said 
Christmas Harvie, who retires from the said firm; the said Henry Alla 
Roughton May and Euan Maclaurin Euan-Smith will continue to carry on 
the practice, in partnership, at the same address, under the style or firm 
of Minet, May, & Euan-Smith. [ Gazette, Oct. 12, 





Information Required. 


Re Martruew Gison (deceased).—Information required by the under 
signed as to the death and grant of probate or administration to the estate 
of the above, who was an executor of and beneficially interested under the 
will, dated 7th September, 1792, and proved 5th April, 1795, of Joh 
Croger, and was in such will described as ‘‘of Mortimer-street, 
Cavendish-square, Playing Card Manufacturer.’’—F. Wickings Smith ¢ 
Son, solicitors, 23, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


General. 


During the course of the election inquiry at Worcester, says the Globe, 
Mr. Tindal Atkinson, K.C., asked a witness whether he would rather b 

rosecuted or have a certificate, and the gentleman promptly replied that 
i would rather have a certificate. The question seems about equivalent 
to asking a man whether he would rather run a mile or have a ride ons 
tram top. 


It is announced that the King has been pleased, by warrants under the 
Royal Sign Manual. bearing date the Ist inst., to direct letters patent to 
be passed granting the rank and dignity of counsel to his Majesty to Mr, 
Neil John Downie Kennedy, Mr. Robert Francis Leslie Blackburn, Mr. 
John Graham Stewart, and Mr. Thomas Brash Morison, advocates, 
members of the Scottish bar. 


His Honour Judge Woodfall, on the 11th inst., says the Bveing 
Standard, held the last sitting which will take place in the historic build- 
ings in St. Martin’s-lane, which has for so many years done duty as the 
Westminster County Court. The present court was instituted to supe 
sede the old Court of Request, which stood upon the site now occupied by 
the Garrick Theatre. ‘The building will be taken down, and mow 
commodious premises built. 


In drawing attention at Newport to the fact that 1,066 persons it 
England and Wales were imprisoned in 1905 for not having paid debi 
they were ordered to pay, Judge Owen said, according to the Laily Mail, 
that the only remedy for this was to make the abolition of imprisonment 
for debt a reality by getting rid of the power to imprison on judgmett 
summonses. If this power was taken away the system of credit giving ly 
retail tradesmen would go with it. This would be a benefit both to the 
retail tradesmen and the working men themselves. 


Ridley, J., has fixed the following commission days for holding the 
autumn assizes on the Midland Circuit: Aylesbury, Monday, Nove 
12; Bedford, Wednesday, November 14; Northampton, Friday, Novembe 
16; Leicester, ‘Tuesday, November 20; Lincoln, Friday, November 2; 
Nottingham, Wednesday, November 28; Derby, Saturday, December 1; 
Warwick, Thursday, December 6; Birmingham, Tuesday, December il. 
Mr. Justice Ridley will proceed on the circuit alone until Birmingham # 
reached, when he will be joined by Mr. Justice Phillimore. 


The following resolution, passed by the Criminal Law and Prison Reform 
Department of the Humanitarian League, has been sent to the 
Chancellor: ‘‘ This committee desires to call the attention of the 
Chancellor to the statement made in the London Press that at the Bor 
County Court alone over a thousand summonses had been proved during 
the present year by a debt collector, most of the debts being too small @ 
render it worth the creditors’ while to attend in person or to employ ® 
solicitor ; and trusts that his lordship will express his strong disap 
of committals to prison in any case in which the debt has not been proved 
by the plaintiff in person or by his solicitor. 
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At the Cumberland Quarter Sessions on Tuesday a letter was read from 
Mr, J. W. Lowther resigning the office of chairman o to his duties as 
Mr. Rimington (deputy-chairman) expressed the regret cf the 

justices at losing Mr. Lowther’s services; and a resolution was unani- 
mously passed recording the court’s appreciation of the admirable manner 
werd he had presided over the’ court. Mr. Rimington was elected 
in his place. The Marquis of Bath was on Tuesday elected 
Soemen of the Wilts Quarter Sessions, in succession to Lord Fitzmaurice, 
resigned, and Mr Edward Colston chairman of the second court, in 
succession to Sir Godfrey Lushington, resigned.| 


Mr. J. L. Purves, K.C., of Lincoln’s-inn, the leader of the Melbourne 
Bar, says the Daily Chronicle, learnt boxing at a saloon in Oxford-street, 
as well as re in Chancery- -lane. He reported the famous fight between 
Heenan and Sayers for a London paper, and after nearly half a century 
his interest in the noble art is unabated. He was present-the other even- 
ing at a boxing match in a Melbourne amphitheatre between thechampion 
of Australia and a visiting bruiser who claimed to be the champion of 
England, Ireland, and South Africa, and was defeated. Adi the 
crowded audience in reference to projected legislation for the suppression 
of public boxing matches, Mr. Purves declared that boxing developed 
three of the finest qualities of the British race—courage, fortitude, and 

jence. ‘‘ Britain is at the head of the nations,’’ cried Mr. Purves, ina 
patriotic outburst, ‘‘ not only on account of her armaments, bat by virtue 
of the invincible spirit of her people.” 


On the occasion of the re-opening of the Law Courts a special service 
will be held at Westminster Abbey, at 11.45 a.m., which the Lord 
Chancellor and his Majesty’s judges will attend. In order to ascertain 
what space will be required, members of the junior bar wishing to be 

nt are requested to send their names, on or before Monday, the 22nd 
of October, to the Secretary of the General Council of the Bar, 2, Hare- 
court, Temple, E -C. Barristers attending the service must wear robes. 
Those who are doctors of the civil law or doctors of laws, and practice as 
such in the Ecclesiastical, Admiralty, and Probate Courts, may wear their 
academic gowns. All should be at the Jerusalem Chamber, estminster 
Abbey (Dean’s-yard entrance), where robing accommodation will be 
provided, not later than 11.30 a.m. A limited number of seats in the 
South Transept will be reserved for friends of members of the bar, to 
whom one ticket of admission (or, if possible, two) will be issued’ on 
application to the Secretary of the General Council of the Bar, on or 
before Monday, the 22nd of October. No tickets are required for 
admission to the North en which is open to the public. 


To Exxcurors.—VAaLvations ror Propate.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent- -street to Burlington-gardens and Bon -street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Recistrars 1s ATTENDANOE ON 


Emercency Appgat Count Mr. — Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 2. Kexr e Buox.ey. 
24 Mr. Farmer Mr.Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
Godfrey Theed W. Leach Farmer 
Goldschmidt Greswell 
27 R. Leach Theed W. Leach Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Joyer. Swinrer Eapy. Warkineton. NEVILLE. 





24 Mr. Church Mr. as Mr. R. Leach Mr. King 
25 i Beal 


urch 
fenbeten R. Leach W. Leach 
Carrington Beal Greswell 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, Oct. 12, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep 1x CHanogry. 
Axovo-Westrauian Devetorment Synpicate, Liarrep—Creditors are uired, on or 
before Nov 12, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of t debts or 
, to John Douglas Stewart Bogle, 3, Gt St Helens 

Buve Star Ling, Lanrep (1m Liquipa tion) — Poe pone 1 are required, or before Nov 1, 
to send their names and addresses, with ull particulars of Of thelr debts or claims, to 
John Carlisle, 4, 8t Mary Axe 
Danuixaton WaGon axp Seeseneame Co, Limrtrep ~ Creditors are 
~~ heath to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of debts 
George Bennevt Nancarrow, Royal Exchange, Middlesbrough Lucas & Co, Middles- 


bruh blo to the liquidator 
Dezp D8 og seem y Transmission Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, pocsentad Oct 3. 
directed to be heard Oct 80. Birkbeck & Oo, Copthall av, solors for petners Notice o: 

eering must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 


jan axp District Burtpers Acorpent Insurance Co, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Ovt 29, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
a or claims, to Edgar Wilfrid shaw, 22, Silver st, Kingston upon Bull 
UXLEY Brewrny, Limitzp—Creditors are required, on or before nag 12, to send their 
hames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or to Matthew Edmund 
——. 68, Wool exchange, Coleman st. Godwin & Son, solors for liquidator 
— ox Ratuway Wagon Co, Luourep — Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 31, to 
af peter hw abe addresses, and the of ka Fal ed James 


ebts or claims, 


Kyrnoon, — CoLLie Woon, 
La, Ex..ex, Seaforth, nuit, Basha. ers Now gs 





& Barvezs, Luorzep—Petn vee 
Oct 30. Pritchard & Co, Painters’ Hall, Lat 


appearing must reach the 


Reporter Press = donner ae —. are required, on or before Oct 31, to send 
their names and of ther Tt 


1, 

st West, Luton 
Roya. Horst (Ventvor), Lustrep--Petn for winding uP, > to 
be heard at the Town Hall, i, Nowpent, Out 34 Urry & Co, Ventnor, I W. Notice of 
‘appearing must the above-named of 


London Gasette—Tuxspay, Oct. 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep m CHANcERY. 

Bartisu Exprre Soap Co, Wee for winding u rr F 4, tet tobe 
heard Oct 30. Rawlings & alee For aes appearing 
Tend aench the eaenalnch aot kanes Ceaaaatmnal tna 

Gover & On Gases ot Choupelie, aaa Tor petner. Notice of th ap ge 3 

. a m 
the above- tat a mpride lors for petne. Nic of Oct 29 pons 
Crowsoroven Syxpicars, Limrtep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov m nem 
names and ad of “their « claims, to Reginald Bernard Petre, 
11, Ironmonger lane. Nuttall, Old Jewry rae med 

Firztwoup & Catvert, Limirep (1 Mage any: . ah ay pe ng ee 

Oct 31, to send their debts or Harold Alphaeus Deakin, Deakin, Palbet 

juare, 





Cwm guk shies ao he pane af tat Lees oe ee 
a ebts or to wson, 

Globe | chmbrs, Newcastle on Tyne 
Jounson’s SaccnaRum Co, are , on or before Nov 30, to send 
their names and ad the particulars of debts or claims, to J C O'Neill, 
161, Palmerston house, Old Broad st Wilson & Co, mee bidgs. eolors for liquidators 
Lotasury INVESTMENT DicaTe, Lim1tEp— Creditors e required, on or before Nov 16, 
to send their names and addresecs, and the particulars of their debis or claims, to E AN 

Morley, 10, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
sas 2 Peat Coat SynpDicaTE, ‘eae —eae for winding up, presented Oct 8, directed to 
be heard Oct 30. Phillips & Co, Cannon st, solors for petners. ele SSeS 

meust reach the above-pamed not later tham 6 o/eiiek tm the afternecn of 

Universat Bazaaz Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, pre 
heard Oct 30. Baker & Co, Gresham st, solors for petners. Notice of 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 29 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Poricres, axp SHanes. 
Mass, 3, 3. Fesumn & Gna zip held their usual F ar See Cie. Oe 
NFL Ca a Th os Let = 


pater yp Interests at =. E.C., on aon: 

were Sold at rat. —— total amount being _ 

On CTEVERSION to £1,211 lis “a. ss . Bold "£3,250 
POLICIES OF — 

For £8,500 ons one ese ese eee ooo mo 1,330 

For £2,000 ee ag aad ae tay ee ier a 935 

For £500 eee eee eee . . eee »” 220 

For £500 ove eos ose oes eos woo ows ose ove ” 150 

ENDOWMENT POLICY for £100 ... nn. nee, wwe wee eo 76 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Oct. 12, 
Last Day or Cram. 


Gappum, Cxaates Epwarp Watrsamay, Montford, Altrincham Novy 12 Gaddum ¥ 
Gaddum, Registrar, Manchester Lord, Manchester 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram, 

London Gasette.— Farivar, Sept. 28. 

ALLonURCE, THomas mae, i i Foreman ith Oct 31 Sewell, 
— » Aataghen aq, Islington, Coppersmith b 

AnpDREWs Seaman Doebien Novi Hollest & Co, Farnham 

AssLIx, WiLLIaM CRomPToN, Claughton, Birkenhead Oct 30 Hosking, Liverpool 

AUSTERFIELD, Grones. Oct 3 25 Perkins & Hind, Bradford 

Austin, SAMUEL, Southsea, Hants Oct Southrea 

Banos, Samvet, Gt Yarmouth Nov 9 Loge -s Sons, Gt ne 

Bayuiss, katy, Park rd, Regen’ Stephens & Sons, Somerset st, 


PB 
BrAxour wes, Janes, Stalybridge, Chester, Cotton Operative Oct 31 Buckley & Co, 
Bracs, he en ol Any Panxen, Fulham Oct 27 McIntyre & Capel-Peters, Birkbeck 
Bank chmbrs, Holborn 


yas 5 oer x oh By = Be bay 
rer, Witi1am, Beulah Thornton t & Simpson, Budge row 
Craters, Peart Mansy Teresa, Ventnor Oct 31 & Sons, Buckingham 


gate, Westminster 
Crrsr, Tuomas, Harlow, Essex Oct 25 Mollar & Sons, 00 Beeman Sent Bridge 
Basen. Capenten MARcaRer Leos, Wallingford edges & Marshall, 


Daviss. Teanes, ELRanor, Richmond rm, Earl's bag - en 2% Taylor & 
Davis, Epwix, Thornton Heath Nov8 a, = rong pi = 


Dempsey, Lucy, Mossley, Yorks Oct 31 
Epwarps, JAmEs, Gobowen, Whitton rt Brewer Nov 30 Minshalls & Oo, 


G@suparp, Marran Grasox, Whalley Range, Withington, Manchester Novi Buck & Oo, 
Southport 


Gopsrnene, Wittiam Wootrit, p aweaie, 5 Lines, Farmer Nov 15 Toynbee & oO, Lincola 
Q@aeensiit, Harniot, y Heath Barnard, Westminster 

Hawxrswoatn, Fraxoss Mary oe Swanage Nov3 Bone, Sets 
Hot.oway, Faeprarox Wiutiam, Bath Dec 31 Chesterman, Bath 

Hurournson, Joven, York Nov i 1 BJ& A Peters, York 

James, Samvust, ington rd, Peckham Oct 13 Jago, Plymouth 

Kia, ALrrep Muanecis, he as Ose mith} Nov? — & Fowler, York bldgs, Adelphi 


Kurvornparr., Jui, Iver, 
ev ee Livepesl at St Helens 





it st, Kingston upon Hull, Pearlman, solor for liquidator 
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MoDowna.p, James, Surbiton Oct 26 Rimer, Surbiton 
Mipptetow, Tuomas Hervert, Middl2 Tysoe, Warwick, Farmer Oct 29 Fairfax, Banbury 
Moratce, Groce, Rockbourne, Southampton, Yeoman Nov 1 Jackson & Co, Fi = 


ts 

Morros, Atraep, Marsh. Huddersfield Novi Sykes, Huddersfield 

——, Bvraxon, Ixworth, Bury St Edmunds Noy 1 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, 
‘ortman sq 

Ouprigcp, Freperick, Eccles, Lancs Nov5 Watson, Manchester 

Peress, Jouyx Saco, Aspindea rd, Rotherhithe, Lighterman Oct 31 Sewell, Crooms 

nwis 

Sarath, Evizasetu, Surbiton Nov 30 Wilkinson & C», Kingston on Thames 

SpaccatrRosi, Settita, Tichborne st Oct31 Baker & Co, Abchurch ln 

Sracey, Maey, Wardington, Oxford Oct 29 Faiifax, Banbury 

Sronier, Saran, Hanley Nov5 Paddock & Sons. Hanley 

Taytor, Joserx, Hinton Green, Oldiand, Bitton, Glos Nov 30 Taylor, Thornbury, Glos 

TrtLow, Joux Bicaarp, R ck Ferry, Chester Oct 15 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 

PMA, foun Lawazxcs, Maida Vale, Comedian N.vy 30 Dubois & Co, Pancras In, 
meen s 

Warpte, Tuomas Kizxsy, Laceby, Lincs Novi Wainwright, Gt Grimsby 

Wuiraker, Wixttam, Breckamore, nr Ripon Der1 Wise & Son, Ripon 

Winkworth, Ete, Enfie’d Highway t31 Cameron & Co, Old Broad st 

Woop, Epwaxrp Jous, Gainsborough, Engineer Oct 27 Sowter, Brigg 


London Gazette.—Tuzspay, Oct. 2. 


AgmiTace, Josers, Greenfield, Yorks, Surveyor Oct 3i Buckley & Co, Stalybridge 

Bessertt, a Custance, Lithosrd, Hampstead Oct 30 Bryson & Wells, Lawrence In, 
Cheapside 

Booramay, Maera, Skipton, Yorks Oct 20 Knowles, Skipton 

Boorsamax, Wiivram, Skipton, Yorks, Butcher Oct 20 Knowles, Skipton 

Cuaaiton, Racru, Rotherham, Yorks Oct 27 Gichard, Rotherham 

eet oor Rose Mount, Birkenhead, Wool Broker Nov 17 Masters & Rogers, 

Verpoo! 


Curtis, Tuomas, Richmond, Surrey, Greengrocer Oct 31 Senior & Furbank, Richmond 

ome, Sueune Vixcext, Worcester, Esiate Agent Nov 1 Beauchamp & Gallaher, 
‘orcester 

Easter, Arruvur, Barnes, Wholesale Stationer Oct 31 Spencer & Co, Queen st 

ExzioT, Wit11am Musxetr, Swainsthorpe, Norfolk Oct 31 Stevens & Co, Nurwich 

GARLAND, — James, Green Lanes, Middlesex, Licensed Victualler Oct 24 Robins & 

, Hornsey 
Gaztos, Witt1am, Golborne, Lancs Novi Smith, Wigan 
GLaDWELL, ALrnep Tuomas, Eastcheap, Printseller Nov 1 Howse & Eve, Salter’s Hall 


ct, Canvon st 
Hau, Waxter, Waltham Cross Nov12 Letts Bros, Bartlett's blégs 
Haustzap, Mary, Broadbuttom, Ctester Oct 31 Buckley & Co, Stalybridge 
Hanuxes, Wiiuy, Pateley Bridge, Yorks Oct 30 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Heitmans, Wit114m, Blenheim crescent, Ladbroke grove Dec 25 Peddar, Old Broad st 
Mo.iscswortn, Heviey Crry, Brixton rd, Stock and Share Broker Oct 30 Durant, 


Guildhall chmbrs 
Homuzy, Tuomas, Habrough, Lines, Cottager Oct 22 Waite & Co, Boston 
Hooxe, Haney pe va, Brighton Novi2 Bush, Brighton 
Horprex, Joux, Lee, N Devon Oct31 Sarah Mortimer-Booth, Foxcombe Hil’, nr Oxford 
Tuareg, Wituan, Liverpool Nov3 Whiting, Liverpool 
Ixcram, Hexgietta, New Crossrd Novi12 Bolton & Co, Temple gdns, Temple 
Jayzs, Ecizasztn, Rugby Oct 26 Wratislaw & Thompson, 
Kesyos, Wit114™, Oldham, Coal Dealer Oct 30 Lees, Oldham 
Kersuaw, Joseru, Heights Delph, Yorks. Iankeeper Oct 30 Lees, Oldham 

=, Samvzt Maztix, Cambridge, Dra Nov 10 Ginn & Co, Cambridge 

Liceixs, Farpenicx, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper Oct 27 Pearson, Manchester 
Matrurws, Axx, Rugby Oct 26 Wratislaw & Ihompson, Rugby 
Pass, Atvazp Hy pz, Northaw, Herts Oct 31 Griffiths, 8t Bride's av, Fleet st 
Parsicx, Zacuastas, Harley, Salop, Farmer Nov 10 Carrane & Elliott, Wellington, 


Raxpuzs, Canoixe, Anfield, Liverpool Nov 3 Pritchard, Barry Dock 

Reurs, Mary, Unthank, Langwatby, Cumberland ct 31 Little & Lamonby, Penrith 

Rertos, Avsaey Govcu, Beckenham Nov 12 Nicholson & Co, Princes st, Storey's gate 

Bossox, Many Ax» Jaxz, Waterloo, Lancs Nov1 Watson & Atkinson, Liverpool 

Boos, Batty Evizavetu, Barnstaple Oct 29 Ffinch & Chanter, Barnstaple 

Bypes, Serrinvs Woop, Middlesmoor, nr Pateley Bridge, Yorks, Hotel Proprietor Oct 30 
Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Sauspess, Cuirverp James, Folkestone, Draper Novi3 Hall, Folkestone 

Saxtox, Janes, Morley, Yorks, Oil Extractor Nov9 Brearley & Son, Batley 

Suiseerr, Wit1iau, Jordah Zemi . Jessore, Bengal, India, Indigo Planter Nov 14 
Holmes & Co, Clements In, Lombard st 

Sinrsox, Euity, Basset, Southampton Nov9 Moberly & Wharton, Southampton 

Sraisa, Avice, Liverpool Noy2 Evans & Co, Liverpool 

Srorgaxp, Wittiam Jenson, West Diisbury, Manchester, Physici n Nov 10 J & E 
Whitworth, Manchester 

Tarioz,Cuagies Hexay, Derby Nov1 Attenborough, Piccadilly 

Taxirr.etos, Witi1au, Armley, Leeds, Commercial Traveller Nov2 Haigh, L-eds 

Wats, Auicez, Kingsdown, nr Dover Nov12 Peacock & Co, Field ct, Gray's ina 

Wis0x, Joux, Eckington, Derby, Wood Turner Oct 30 Alderson & Co, Sheffield 


London Gazette.—Fatpay, Oct. 5. 


Aanoxs, Exxest. West Hampstead Nov2 Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Avvsst, Perze, Rock, ur Bewdley, Builder Nov 20 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 

Asusy, Cuagity, Uckfield Novi Hillman, Lewes 

Barexes, Laosona Tee Cranley, pl, South Kensington Nov 30 Wade & Lyall, 
s Mhin 

Bagxes-Wii11sms, Tuoxas. Piccadilly, Architect Nov 10 Cop2 & Co, Victoria st 

Brack woop, Arravs, Liverpool, Physician Nov 5 er, Liverpool 

Bouyer, pinnae 2 4 oe, Robinson & Co, Swansea 

] AMES, v rd Oct 20 Drewry & Co, Burton on Trent 

Croox, RAUMOST, Bootle, Lancs Nov5 Bagger, Liverpool . ? 

Dasm, Cusmns Wi.1am, Middlesbrough, Joiner Moy 3 Panch & Robson, Middles- 


Drx, Jauzs, Cambridge rd, Mile End, Iron Safe Manufacturer NovS Arnold, Old J 
Duxs, Zexas, hill, Worcester Nov 4 Rabnett, Birmingham ae gered 
Eunticn, Josern, Ligin, Ulinios, USA Novi10 Perks, Victoria Embankment 

Fox, be me Feaxcis, Kast Bridgt 





lord Hall, Notts, Lace Manufacturer Nov 26 Wateon 


’ 
Hovon, Manis, Coventry, Jeweller Oct #0 Browetts, Coventry 
Jusxiss, Wittiax. Pyle, Glam, Farmer Nov 24 Hughes & Lewis, Bridgend 
Lerrs, Asx, Wrexham Novi Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbu 
Masnax, Baxver Custirrz, First Baron Masham, Yorks ‘Nov 9 Mumford & Co, Bradford 
ew Wit114x, Carlton on Trent, Notts, Farmer Novi Larken & Co, Newark on 


rent 
Nosruwoov, 6acan Kites, Leeds Oct 15 Bointon & Co, Leeds 
Rows, Astuve Waxnixutox, Marloes rd, Kensington Dee 41 Colville, Old Jewry 
Keravesx, ee, ae Leven and Melville, Bournemouth Nov 3) Lee & Pembertons, 


Evwagp, Longridge *, Lancs Nov7 Mesates, Lengstige 
aes, yg Now9 eeaeeet & Co, Bradtc 
OBL“, Gaeen Anne st, Cavendish Novié G & Co, lv 
mene Coot, Casstest Bow King Cambelage 1 neces 
+ Wootton, nx Canter Y Nov 12 4 
ano, Rochdale Mov 12° Chaloch, Rochdale nn”? Dv"? 
Hewer, & Thomas’ ri, Finsbury Park Nov 9 Wedleke, Finsbury 


Avovsts, Malvern Mov? Ganders, King W illism ot 












Wartvs, 





Wuitraker, Waitwoarn, Oldham, Builder Nov5 Booth & Sons, Oldham 
WOmarse JABEZ, Garforth, 
8 


Lee 
Worsey, Faepericx, Cheltenham Nov5 Drewry & Co, Burton on Trent 
London Gasette.—Tuxspay, Oct. 9. 


App.esy, AnpDREWw, North Shields Novi11 Duncan, North Shields 7 

Appiesy, Ricuarp, Wythall Heath, nr Alvechurch, Worcester, General Dealer Noyp 
King & Mills, Birmingham : 

Barton, Rosert, Kendoa 1d, Clapham, Messenger Noy 5 Robinson, Gt Marlborough 

Beare, W11114y, Sheffield, Millwright Nov 17 Branson & Son, Sheflield 

BratTay, MarGcaret, Heswell, Chester Oct 25 Day, Liverpool 

Brereton, WILLIAM Ropert, Kildare, Ireland Nov15 Smith & Son, Old Broad st 

CaTTERALL, Any, Salford, Lancs Nov10_ Briggs & Crosse, Manchester 

Davies, Francis Macponoga, Southsea Nov 10 Pitfield, Petworth rie 

Dyxz, Tuomas, JP, Clifton, Glos Nov5 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln's inn felds 

Dysox, Henry, Leeds, Insurance Agent Dec 1 Bulmer & Co, Leeds 

Epwarps, Harotp Wiiuram, Eynsham, Oxon Nov7_ Powell & Skues, Essex st, Strang 

Hargis, WiiiraM, Little Welbeck st, Cavendish sq Oct 31 Oppenheimer & Souther, 
8t Swithin’s ln 

Hanrzison, Rosert, Newbiggin by the Sea, Northumberland Nov5 Charlton, Newoastle 
upon Tyne 

Rapraneeaiee Wit14M, sen, Birmingham, Plumber Nov 30 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 

HeprinsTaLt, Ricuarp Evers, Darrington, Yorks, Innkeeper Nov 6 Leatham & &, 
Pontefract 

Hitt, Airrep, Hornchurch, Essex, Baker Novy 20 Hunt & Hunt, Romford 

Howaern, WILLIAM SHakespeaRs, Waterloo, Lancs Novy 23 Masters & Rogers, Liven 


pool 

IRELAND, = How terr, North Walsham, Norfolk Nov 20 Cozens-Hardy & Jews, 
Norwic 

Ksort, Frepericx Atronso, Lee, Kent Nov 23 Stuttaford, 8t Helen’s pl 

Larne, ALEXANDER, Newcastle on Tyne, Wine and Spirit Merchant Novy 11 Dunecay, 

North Shields 7 : ‘ 

Lawson, Mary Ans, Hildenborough, Kent Nov9 JH&J Y Johnson, Lincoln's im 

field 


8 
Lewis, Hannan, Acton Nov8 Engall & Crane, Acton 
Lewis, Jaxz,Cwmbraov,Mon Novy5 Evans, Newport, Mon 
Linpiit, WiLt1aM Ciayton, Armley, Leeds Oct 26 Milner, Leeds 
MoEwes, He.sn, Charles st, Berkeley sq Nov5 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 
Maxson, Dayizt, Leigh, Lancs Nov6 Marsh & Co, Leigh, Lancs 
MrrcsE.., Fraxx Duyscomsz, Woodbury, Devon Nov7 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 
Moss, Ayn, Kempsey, Worcester Nov1 Beauchamp & Gallaher, Worcester 
RawsTuorNE, Atics Any, Aughton, Lancs Nov15 Hime & Lamb, Ormskirk : 
Ricues, GzorGiaya, Jarvis Brook, Sussex Nov6 Parker & Hollebone, Finsbury sq 
SwaLes, Tuomas, Pontefract Nov6é Leatbam & Co, Pontefract 
TayLor, Mary Avicg, Dartford Novy2l Standring & Co, Rochdale — 
Tennant, Sir Cuar.es, Grosvenor sq Nov 12 illiamson & Co, Sherborne In, King 
William st ‘ 
TixGix, GzorGe, Hillsborough, Sheffield Nov17 Branson & Son, Sheffield 
Wessrer, Joun, Wavertree, Liverpool, Horticultural Builder Nov 5 Evans & (, 


Liverpool y 
Wuirwoerrs, Jamzs, Rochdale, Mechanic Nov8 Wiles & Thompson, Rochdale 
London Gazette,—Faipay, Oct, 12. 


Auvey, Axyz, Rhyl, Flint Novi1 Porter & Co, Colwyn Bay r 

ALLEN, Toomas NatTuayigL, Hamptonin Arden Oct 23 Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham 

Barker, Emanvet, Ilkeston, Derby, Licensed Victualler Nov1 Huish & Kobinsm, 
Iikeston, 8 O, Derby 

Beppoz, Tuomas Russe.1, Clacton on Sea, Engineer Nov19 Wynne-Baxter & Keeble, 
Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon st 

Boyntoy, Acnzs, Leeds Dec5 Wilkinson & Garland, Leeds ; 

Sasveaee® Puitie Watson, Tunbridge Wells Nov 22 Allen & Son, Carlisle #, 
Soho sq 

Brows, Mary, Eaton sq, Housekeeper Novy2 Watkins, Newtown, N Wales 

Beypon, Estar, Husthwaite, nr Easingwold, Yorks Nov12 Brydon, Liverpool 

Buuu, Epwarp Atraep Kise, Clifton, Bristol Dec12 Benson & Co, Bristol ‘ 

Busgrox, Jonx Witi1am, Whitecross st, Packing Case Manufacturer Nov 20 Moodieé 
Son, Basinghall av 3 

Carr, Joun, Woodstock rd, Shepherd's Bush Noy 12 Howard & Son, Gray’s inn sq 

Cuarman, Rev Wittiam Hay, Eastbourne Dec 31 Wynne-Baxter & Keeble, Laurens 
Pountney hill, Cannon st 

Oorm, Basonsses Jouy, Waterloo, Lancs, Estate Agent Oct 30 Teebay & Lynd, 

verpoo! 

Datiey, Mary, Folkestone Nov 16 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Davis, Rey Joun, Gabalfa,Glam Nov19 Bradley & Son, Cardiff 

Firrs, Presre Pavur, Wellington ct, Knightsbridge, Polish Manufacturer Nov ® 
Hands, Gresham st 

Fiaca, Cassanper Davis, Saint Mary’s, Scilly Islands Nov9 Hill, Penzance 

Forp, Epwarp, Leicester Noy 12 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

Gasp, Witt1am Sxowpow, Rosslyn hill, Hampstead Decl Gard & Co, Basinghall & 

Geu, Epwarp, Lower Wick, Worcester Nov12 Gem & Co, Birmingham 

Ginee.t, Danizt James, Moreton, Essex, Farmer Novi1 Bond, Ongar, Essex 

Gueen, Mary, Kildwick, Yorks Nov 24 Woodcock & Sons, Bury : 

Hagincrox, Emmy Octavia, Kensington bath Nov 10 Loughborough & Co, Austis 


Friars 
Hepocockx, Caroting Estuenr, Caversham rd, Kentish Town Nov 12 Robins & &, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 


He.iewe., Faep, Newlay, Yorks, Dyer Nov 30 Bowling & Sons, Leeds 

Hemeer, Ayw, Queen Chariton, nr Keynsham, Somerset ov18 Stone & Co, Bath 

Hestez, Tuomas Joux, Drakefie!\d rd, Upper Tooting, Clerk Nov 15 A ‘t G Hess, 
Arodene rd, Brixton Hill : 

Hopso.., WiL11aM, Hollington, Sussex Nov 23 Chubb & Pettitt, New ct, Lincoln's im 

Hoetoyx, Harnett, Boston, Lincs Oct 31 Waite & Co, Boston 

Hovussiow, Tuomas, Banbury Novill Aplin & Co, Banbury 

James, Janz, Walsall Decil Bill, Walsall 

Jansett, Henny, New eee, ae Nov15 Bannon, New Romney 

Ke.tiy, Manta Gronaina, Southsea Nov6 Wooldridge & Son, Winchester 

Kine, Joun, Bedford Nov 24 Smith, Sand 

Moons, Joux, Knightrider st Nov 17 Godden & Co, Old Jewry 

Oxuey, Axx, Wey ’ Novil7 Bro & Co, Sheffield 

Porxey, Cusistiana, Burton on Trent, Shopkeeper Nov 12 Taylor, Burton on Trent 

Porz, Ciana, Clifton, Bristol Nov6 Woo & Bon, Winchester 

Raw, Roveat, Kirkby Malzeard, nr Ripon, York, Grocer Decl Wise & Son, Ripon 

Rayvxaan, Joux, Bowes Park, Middlesex ‘Nov 20 Moodie & Son, Basinghall av 

Ricarpe-Buaver, Major Fraxcis Iaxarivs, Pall Mall Novy 10 Braunstein & Skeli@ 
Norfolk st, Stra’ 

Ross, Pzansox Guapwick, Northen Etchells, Chester Nov Smith & Co, Stock 

Rouriepes, Bazan, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov2l Brown, jun, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Rows amp, Jouw Wittiam, Fishtoft, Lincs, Farmer Nov 1 jamin Rowland, Fishtolt 

Basix, Jamus, Bodicote, Oxford Nov 11 ' Bennett Banbury 

Buont, Guonct, Btapleford, Cambridge Nov 26 ler, Clement's inn 

BiLK, Many Ax» ove, Sussex Nov 20 Fillmer, hton 

Sinciaiz, Joun Kanxst, Jermyn st, St James's, ‘Hote Proprietor Nov 12 Routh &% 
Southampton st, Blooms 

Binev, Bamue., Purves rd, K Rise Nov2 Britton, Soho sq 

Scare, Hannan, Royston, nr Barnsley, Yorks Nov 12 Haley & Sons, Barnsley 

Surru, Soux Tuomas, Bt Leonard's on Bea Nov 24 Price & Bons, Walbrook 

Broxss, Busse, hton Nov 2 Radford & ¥rankland, Chancery In 

Brucnny, Jamas, Nov 18 Stone & Co, Bath 

Svxus, Lewis Levino, Lindley, Huddersfield, Hosier Novy 10 Sykes, Huddersfield 


Yorke, Brick Manufacturer Nov 19 Harland & Ingham. q 
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—— 
PgxcENzA, JOHN eT , Cornwall, Builder Nov17 Thomas, Penzance 





oeoer, James es, Yeoman Decl Baldwin & Co, a : 
WALxeR, jenn, Kip; ford, Staffs Nov 10 Cochran & Macpherson, Aberdeen 
WAxes, i gd oyland Common, Yorks, Ironstone Miner Nov | iz Raley & Sons, 





Wrias. eins Joszru, Bath, Doctor at = Be wn Weed 
Wore, Enxest AARons, West Ham Tatham & Co. Queen Victoria st 
Woop, Samvet, Edgley, Stockport, Draper ner ‘s = J Fletcher, Hazel Grove 


London Gasette.—Tuxrspay, Oct. 16, 


Batt, Jouy, Royston, nr Barnsley Dec12_ Raley & Sons, poe 

Bev, Mark Sever, VC, CB, Windlesham, Berks Deo 8 Bell, ford ru Covent garden | 

Brain, BERNARD, Sheffield, *Tool Manufacturer Nov 27 Slater, Sheffield 

Bsooxe, Grorce, Mirfield *Nov 15. Iveson = Macaulay, Heckmondwike 

Brooxe, Gzozce, Sutton, Surrey, Barrister at Law Decl Payne, Budge row, Cannon st | 
Chilwell, Notts Novi Fox & Manning, N 


Bosses, Baxver,, Thwol’ Doctor Dect ‘Thornely & Gx " | 
Camzzow, Jonn, Liverpool, Doc ec ornely meron, Liverpoo! 
Ccay, Jase ELEANOR, Claught on, Chester Novié Garnett, Liverpool 


y, Witu1am, Ciifton Park, Birkenhead, Engineer Nov 16 Garnett, Liverpool 
aonk Racuet Rorxsox, Searborough Dec 31 = & Fowler, Scarborough 
Damry, Joux, Wigan Novi Hope & Garstang, Wigan 
Davigs, Dantev, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon Nov 30 Williams, Bangor 
Day, Evten Marcaret, Ketley, nr Welli , Salop Nov15 Dean, Wellington, Salop 
Exett, Bessie Louisa, Bristol Nov 20 Tarr & Sons, Bristol 
Fesxey, a, Berkswell, Warwick, Newspaper Proprietor Dec 31 Lee & Co, Bir- 


min; 
nae’ fanaa, Burnley, Boatman Nov1 Holmes & Holmes, Burnley 
Gezew, ExizaneTs Any, Bournemouth Decz0 Meade-King & Sons, Bristol 
Hagwoop, Sir Joun J. sn Higher ne pabrsig eo Salford Novy 27, Brett & Co, Manchester | 
Hosaiper, Sanau, Norton Wi effield Dec4 Bennett, Sheffield 
Hompueey, Hexry, Horne, Surrey, Farmer Nov 15 Turner, East Grinstead 
Lomax, Rozert, Breightmet, Lancs, Heald Manufacturer Nov 24 Haslam, Bolton 
Love, Joxia, Cranleig Nov19 Letts Brothers, Bartlett’s bldgs 
Loptow, Epuuxp SamveL, Bournemouth West Nov 16 Lawrence, Essex st, Strand 


Makziay, bey Asx, Edgbaston, Birmingham Nov 17 Bradley & Cuthbertson, 
Marsn Heser, Crumpsall, Manchester, Weighing Machine Manufacturer Nov 10 


Field & Cunningham, 
Mus«, James, Stetchworth, ‘Cambridge, Butcher Dec3i Button & Aylmer, amas 
Nov 10 Tyson, Dalton in 


Neve, Tuomas, Sandhurst, Hawkhurst, Kent Novi Neve, 
a < Jeremian, Dalton in Furness, Husbandman 

OLuaRD ASTaUB Riveway, Wisbech St Peter, Isle of Ely, Cambridge, Solicitor Nov 13 
Oldman & Co, Old Serjeants’ inn, In 

Parxixsox, Richarp Tuomas, Manchester, Doctor Nov14 Walker & Co, Manchester 
ee” Hon Faepsrick CHaRLes Epxvxp, Brentwood Nov19 Few & "Co, Surrey st, 


itrand 
Paacye.t, Kate, Brompton Nov 13 Guscotte & Essex st, 
Ravan,” Geonae ¢ Cuanien, Castle Hill, apletcld Green, But Surrey ,. 1 Sydney, 


Finsbury 
Pa, Witu1am Rerve, Eastbourne Nov 30 Biggs & 
on = a Epwix, 8t Leonards on Sea, Sussex, Grocer 20 


Rosser, Vian, "Cardiff Novi6 Stephens, Cardiff 

Scureises, Rosa Aree ts i eee Seftolk Nov 6 —~ & Sons, Ipswich 

Sixcuain, Mreiam, + Nov15 Mather & 

| mony Wen Den re, Hadkmood Meek 
PENCER, W1LL1AM, Burnley, Clogger Nov olmes & 

Spitzer, Louis, Inverness ter, Bayswater, Merchant Nov 30 Abrahams & Co, Token- 


y 
Taxsor, Ropeert Berenarp, Seven xing Essex Novi2 Haslett, Queen Victoria st 


Te. 


wate Frayx O.rven, Bura, Mombasss, British East Afstica, Farmer Nov 16 
T »G 8 , Stan’ Yorks, JP 3 _% 

'AYLor, Grorcs Sara. bury, a: 4 oe, oe 
Wuanrtox, Saran, Rochdale Nov 17 Clegg, Rochdale 
Wairaker, Louisa, Burnley Nov1 Ho!ses & Holmes, 


Wetsrorp, Jzsssz Mauve, Burton rd, 
Burnley 
Worry, Cuartes Henry, Welbeck st, Cavendish sq, Architect Dec 31 Maffey & 
Brentnall, St Dunstan’s hill 








upon 
| ray yior, WItiiaM er 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipayr, Oct. 12. 


Tompson, Tuomas Wit.1aM. 


Builder Brentford Pet 


Croydon 
| Tuomas, Ruta, Vacaball me 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Court Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 


| Sw IFT, eg te Kingston Hull, "aoe King: ton | Comm, Wiiiiamu, Warwick, Cowman Oct 22 at 3 Off 
Hull Pet Oct 8 “Dyed Oct Rec, 8, High st, 


Coventry 
an Wine Merchant | Wararter, Joux Grorar, pouahien le Spring, Durham, 
Oct Confectioner Oct 24 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, 
rd, Westminster High 


Sunderland 
Waere.er, Epwarp, Worcester, Grocer Oct 22 at 11 30 
Were p Brewer 


Avams, Aungrt Anprew, Chilvers Coton, Nuneaton, | Burton on Trent Pet Oct8 Ord Oc Wuirs, James Nataayret, Welling, Bexley Heath, Kent, 
} oe , Undertaker Birmingham Pet Sept 24 Ord Waker, Freperick Henry Darlington, Saddler Stockton Builder Oct 22at 11 115, High st, st, Rochester 
on Tees Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 bie wy Bee hs nur Malpas, Chester, Grocer Oct 

Bassas, Witt1am, Godstone, Surney, Timber Merchant Waer.er, Epwarp, Worcester, cane Worcester Pet 22 at 12 Cuygt chants, Eastgate row, Chester 

roydon Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 9 Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 Wiius, Heyry, ee es Steam Turner Oct 
Beis, erg my er ey ~ — Vale, Tailor | | Wars, ganas Harsanimt. by Welling, Boule Bexley Heath, Kent 22 at1l Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

igh Cow , P ( uilder Rochester | 

Broomay, Samvet, Commercial A * Woollen Merchant | Wurrenouse, lly Ipswich, Builicr *Tpswich Pet ADJUDICATIONS. 

h Court Pet Aug 31 — Oct 8 Aug 31 Ord Oct 9 Avra, Bow, Z Lewisham, Builder High Court Pet Aug 


Burerss, Henry, Oak st, 
Oct8 Ord Oct8 


Wittiam Tartor & Co, 


Pet Aug 22 Ord Oct 8 } Sept 25 Ord Oct 9 
=> Paut, Burnley, Grocer Burnley .Pet Oct 10 Ord 


pane, & Tomer Staffs, Builders | 
m Pet "or Ord Oct 
Curveratt, A W, Heaton rd, i In, Peckham High Court | Witiiams, auue M, Cardit, Fruit Merchant Cardiff Pet 


| Wrnerenp, Frepericx Cuanues, Stoke Ferry. Norfolk, 
| Corn Merchant King’s Lynn Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 9 


Beatoy, Grores, Buckland, , Stonemason 
Portsmouth Pet July 14 ond Oot 

Buroess, Heyry, Oak st, Ealing, Baildce Breatford Pet 
Oct8 Ord Oct 8 


Dixox, Satan DE Weaver Burnley PetOct10 Onl 


Exuert, = Avpeet, and THomas Seuaee, Shiptey, | Waren, Roperr Lorros, Li , Public House Manager 
Yorks Bradford Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 Liverpool Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 Seamea Esyest Epwarp, Fulham, Builder High Court 
Fixer, Cuances, ani Georce Avpert James Fieet, Mar- Pet Aug 23 Oct 9 


gale, House Decorators Canterbury Pet Oct 9 Ord | 


Forp, Gzorar, Biemingham, Gilder Birmingham Pet Oct 
20 Ord Oct 9 Booman, Samvugn, Co 
Faaser, James CusistopHer, Yarm on Tees, Yorks, Com- 23 at 11 
mercial Clerk Stockton on Tees PetOct6 Ord Oct 6 
Gow ine, Gsorcr, Whalley Range, Manchester, Piumber Rec, Wolverhampton 
Manchester Pet Oct 10 Ord Uct 10 
Hanreison, ALEXANDER TaurMan, Richmond, Yorks, Shep- ee 
herd ‘Northallerton Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 Bane Fasowsic, by, Bak 


Heawimax, Henry Waterman, Uphill, Somerset, Butcher 
ter Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
BR, Aaseee Hantisox, New aaene, Nottingham, Baker 
—_ Ord Oct 9 Pet Oct 
a = CY Halifax, Designer * Halifax Pet Oct 8 The Pri 


a, > Foes Senees, Whitesmith High Court Pet 





Jonxsror, png Witiiam, and Witiiam Marrarw 


— gE, J 


e st, Clerkenwell, Makers of Surgical Richmond, Yorks. 

igh Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 house, North 

on AVID Gurren, — Cardigan, Draper Car- 
en Pet 8 O s Off Reo, 14, 1 

Jonzs, Frepgrick Josrex, Fenton, sam, Agent Stoke | : ete Doman 


upon Trent’ Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct wnhall 1 chmbrs, Halifax 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Ber Gt od at 12, Bankrupuey bid rd, Maida Vale, Tailor 


Cuiv ro A Banitrayt Heaton rd, oe Peckham Oct 22 at | 
er “Oct 20 at 11 Off Rec, 47, 


| Hanateoy, Francis Witratp, Preston, Tailor Oct 23 at 11 
| Houpen, Epwix, Halifax, Designer Oct24at 3 Off Reo, | 


Exmett, Grores Agseee, THomas pane, Bhipley 
Yorks Bradford Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 


First, Caan and Georce isos ani Fieer, Mar- 
; House Decorators Canterbury Pet Oct 9 O.d 


Fsaser, ‘Tames oe, Yarm on Tees, Yorks, Com- 
1 Cler' on Tres Pet Oct6 Ord Oct é 
Twoxas Heyer oPetham, Kent, 
Agent Loney Pet Sept 1 Ord Oct 8 
Gow .ixe, Gores, Whalley Range, Manchester, Plumber 
er Bet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 


, Carey st 
Woollen Merchant Oct , 


bidgs, Carey 
Brapsvay, Agtaur, Walsall, beer “Oct 23 at1130 Off 





Banger Seon x Acorar, and Tuomas Exmert, fhipley, Haretsoy, Arexayper Tavrmax, Sets tiem ur 
orks at3 Off Rec, 29, Ty:rel st, Bradf Richmond, Yorks, Shephad Northallerton Pet Oct 9 
Evans, AN Corwen, Merioneth, er Oct 22 at 12 | Ond Oct 9 
ory, Wrexham | Heryimay, Hexax Wareamuay, U | wepeeeeerer 
Gampaitt, THomas Hensy, Petham, Kent, Implement Bridgwater Pet Oct 10 Ora 
Aout Oct 25 at9.15 Off Reo, 68a, Castle st, Canter- | Hirt, Atrarp ry New Basford ‘Nottingham, Baker 
ury | 
Harrison, ALExanper Tavrmanx, Downholme Park, nr | Hotpex, Eowrs, Halifax, Designer Halifax Pet Oct $ 
Oct 22 at 11.30 Court Ord Oct 8 


Hoparys, Jaues Raxpotps Ixyes, Darlington Stockton on 

} Tees Pet Octi Ord Oct 10 

| Husrer Gnatan weet Hartlepool, Plumber Sunderland 
Pet 11 Ord Oct 8 

| Jawes, Tnomwas, Jamaica st, Stepney, Whitesmith High 
Court Pet 


Joxzs, Ware Rants, Coventry, ‘Fruiterer Coventry | | Horxrxs, Jame Raxpovrn Ixves, Deslington Oct 26 at | Oct 9 Ord Get 9 
Lawersce, Atsear ‘Mexpasox, Ot Joba ot, OmithOeld, | oie’ en thes Teen hee 4 a ee 
, OK, ohn s ithfie : 26 at 11,30 | , Tysoe enwell, Makers of 
Fender Maker High Court’ Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct9 "| Church Institute, } “11.90 ‘Xpplianees’ High Court Ret Oot 10. Ord Oct 10 


Lxagrtt, Gzorcz Henry, Beeston cum Mileham, Norfolk, 


| Lows. B 
Farmer Norwich Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 1y “ID Of Ree. 


mer L Chrisp st, Po; coy ky rovision Dealer High 


ot Aug's bo Ord Port, WILLIAM, ju os 


| Tat3 


Institute, Manchester rd, 


12 Of R Wolverhampton 
Bey, Pu Cr Ciara, Chesilton rd, Fulham High Court | Morrox, eanem Curistoruer, Thornb.rough, Bucks, 
et Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 Farmer Oct 2) at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxfora 


| A 

N man Oct 23 at | Jow Davip et, ay Cardigan, Draper and 

ursery ““Outiitter Carmarthen Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

| Jones, Faepeatcx Josepa Fenton, Staffs, Agent Stoke 
upon Trent Pet Oct10 Ord Oct 10 


, Besex, Cattle Dealer Nov Joss, Water Herary, , Fruiterer Ooventry 
teen Ord Oot 9 


am, Hector, Swindon, Newsagent Swindon Pet | Rees, Taomas Hexny, Taibach, Glam, Biackamiths’ Lrcertt, Gronce Haxay, Beeston cum Milebam, Norfolk 
Owe? 22, Ord Oct 10 | "Striker Oct 23 at'12 Off Rec, 81, Alexandra rd,| | Farmer Norwich Pet Oct 10 ‘Ord Oat 10 
wen, Leonard SxutL, Swansea, [Builder Swansea Pet Swansea Maaringau, WALTsR, bee Wolver- 
P Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 | Stuens, Wreram, and Roserr Srvnns, on, Steifs, hampton Pet June? Ord Oct 8 
oo Alneat, Batley, Yorks, Coach Builder Dewsbary China Manufacturers Oct 22 at 11.30 Rec, Kg May, Buvex Coara, rd, Fulham High Court 
Porat Oot 9 Ord Oo: 9 st, Newcastle, Staffs Bet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 ‘ 
Porras, Zaccugus, Derby Derb: Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct9 | Swanwatt, Hanoy Maney, Newport, Mon, Auctioneer Newsome, Hecror, Swindon, Newsagent Swindon Pet 
OWRLL, bey Joux, Staple Hill, Bristol, Baker on 24 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Oct 10 Ord Oot 10 
R Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 | Owry, Laoxarp Sxvuit, Swansea, Builder Swansea Pet 
ANSOM —os Downham Market, Meatolh, Cycle | Swier,& Sipxry, K Hull, Fishmonger Oot 20 Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Ra pl sLynn Pet OctS Ord Oc atll Off Keo, ity Hun use In, Hull Peagen, Avnert, Batley, Coach Builder Dewsbury Pet 
UM, vowe, artlett’s ee General Merchant High Tuomas, Anna, Pem % ae Oot 20 at 12.30 Oct 9 Ord Oot 9 
Sav Pet sept 19 Ord Ont ie, 4, inca oy Cam Porrrar, Micmene tint Derby Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct9 
xm Wuiak J, Halesowen, y ensentee, Fruiterer | Tuomas, aS Vauxha’ Badgent Oct 22 at 12 Bank- Ree, Cuanurs Laceate, | Gone sy, Jeweller High 
0 ru Court Sept 28 aleaowen, Worcester, Fruit 
Soman, se Pannal, Yorks, Architect York Pet | Taurens, vDvowag Wien, Woodville, Derby, Brewer Savera, Wruitam, x, jue. iH Ww eret 
Brame, Journ News | at 2.15 Of Reo, 47, Full st, Derby Stourbridge Bet Oct ® Ord Oct 9 
: ee Nowenutl under Lyme, Potato Merchant | Toouae, Meas Cleo Wiits, a Merchant Oct 22 at 11 roma, — se ogy yy) are. oxy Po'ato 
0, vena Wuaae 
Stuns, gen Wants and ,Roeane Srvnns, Bip Bridge, ihe} banent Jens, Lanos, General House ae, Roseat Siveas, We A 
, Staite, mufacturers pon | Oot 23 at 11.90 Of Reo, 14, Chapel 


Trent Pet Sept 15 Ord Ou 


*| Easton a gy es sea Oot 10 ' 
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Swirt, Stoney, Kingston upon Hull, ragged Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Oct 8 8 Ord Oct 8 
Tayion, yg! Isaac, Bristol, Furniture Remover Bristol 
Pet Uct 3 Ord Oct 
Pembroke 


Gann , tity Poahore, Milliner 
Pet Oct 3 mrt 


Pembrok: 
Tuomas, Ruts, Vauxhall Bridge dy Lodging House 
Keeper High Court Pet Oct y Ord Oct 9 
Tuompsox, Taomas WILLIAM, ———, Derby, Brewer 
Burton on Trent Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 
Waker, Faeperice Heney, Darlington, Saddler Stockton 
on Tees Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
—_ Epwarp, Worcester, et Worcester Pet 
Oct 8’ Ord Oct 8 
Warts, James Narsaytet, Welling, Bexley Heath, Kent, 
Builder Rochester Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Waurrome, Jonx Tuomas, Tavistock, Devon, Engineer 
Pet Augi0 Ord Oct 6 
Witox, Maurice Josnsox Bort, Paddington, Butcher's 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Oct 4 Ord Oct 9 
Rosert Lorrvs, Liverpool, Public House | 
Liverpool Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 
notice substituted for that published i in the 
London Gazette of Oct 5: 
Avizs, Frepericxk Tuomas, Tredegar, Mon, Colliery | 
Timberman Tredegar Pet Oct3 Ord Oct3 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Oct. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aus, Henry Feascis, e~ re "eae Watchmaker 
Bristol Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 
—_-*< My Shipston on : St Worcester, Monu- 
tor Banbury Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 12 
i Sheffield, Hosier Sheffield Pet Oct 


Chelmsford Pet 


Waricar, 


a How ano, 
12 Ord O 
Brapsnaw, ocan, Southend on Sea 

Sept 4 Ord Uct 10 
Cantuett, Wituam, Bryning with <1 me Lancs, 
per Preston Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 
Cuapriecp. Parcie “ae Friar Gate, Derby Derby | 
Pet Oct 3 Ord Oct 12 
Hager Orree, Wakefield, Monumental Mason 
akefield Pet Oct il Ord Oct 11 
Decker, Hewry, Barking, Essex, Baker Chelmsford Pet | 
Sept 7 Ord Oct 10 
Dineve, Caaectes, Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth Pet 
Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Dors, Epwarp, Park walk, Chelsea, Coachbuilder High | 
Court Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Douse, Tuomas Rar, a st, Westminster High 
Court Pet Sept 4 Ord Oct 1 
Epwarps, Mosca, Lorwerth Fleurdclis, Mon, Builder | 
Tredegar Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 
Fitzy, Feepericx Sirs, Bristol, Cycle Dealer Bristol 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 13 





| 


| 
| 
| 


Cox, Harry Orrzr, Wakefield, Monumental Mason Oct 
35 at 11 Off Reo, 6. Bond ter, Wakefield 

Crosstzy, Jou, Willaston, nr Chester, PE as Merchant 
Oct 25 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Mba meng st, Li 

Dore, Epwarp, Park walk, Ch — Soe der Oct 26 
atl Bankruptcy Garey 

Dovusz, Taomas Raupa, ietoria - Westminster Oct 26 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

na,s Caaaues, and Georce Atseet James Fiertr, Mar- 
gate House Decorators Oct 25 at 9.30 Off Rec, 684, 

stie st, Canterbury 


Fraser, James , Yarm on Tees, Yorks, 
Comme Clerk Oct 24at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 


| Fesecarp, Hersert, Melksham, Wilts, Dairyman Oct 24 


at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, win st, Bristol 

Gowtine, Georer, Whalley Range, Manchester, Plumber 
Oct 24 at 2.30 Off Bec. | Byrom st, Manchester 

| ene Tuomas, Penwortham, nr Preston, Hotel Keeper 
Oct 24 at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Hazeis Becker & Sons, Stew: ard st, Brushfield st, Mantle 
Manufacturers Oct 26at11 Bankruptcy er ms 

Haszais, Witu1am WILLIAMS, Tosvpnty Glam, Saddler O. 
2ati2 135, High st, Merth 

| Herman, Henry WarTERMAN, Uphill, Somerset, Butcher 
Oct 24'at 12 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Heys, Joun Rosert, and Micuant, Heys, Bacup, Lancs, 
Cycle Dealers Oct 26at11.15 Town Hall, Rochdale 


Jarre, Juuivs Maxuian Leoroip, Nottingham, Com- 


mission Agent Oct 24 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, 
Park st, Nottingham 

JAMES, Tuowas, E a eyes at, ae ame Whitesmith Oct 24 
at ll pty bldgs, Carey st 


JOHNSTONE, a ‘Wntne, and Wituam Marraew 
y Yer ney Tysoe st, Clerkenwell, Makers of Surgical 

Sagan Oct 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
com, auTes Henry, Coventry, Fruiterer Oct 24 at 11 
ff Rec, 8, High st, Co 


ventry 


| amen Apert Hewpricx, 8t John st, Smithfield, 


| 


| 
| 


yenter Maker Oct 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs. 
Lesepen > a Hewry, Beeston cum Mileham, Norfolk, 
Farmer Oct 27 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8. King st, Norwich 
LiversepGe, THomas Middlesbrough, Master Painter Oct 
26 at 12.30 Off Rec. 8, Albert rd. Middlesbrough 


May, Evten Ciara, Gein rd, Fulham Oct 24 at 1 


| 


Gissy, Jous, Nanthir, Blaengarw, Glam, Repairer Cardiff | 
Pet Oct 11 


Ord Oct 11 
Has.ow. Joax, Burton on Trent, Builder Burtonon Trent 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 12 
Hasais Becker & Sons, Steward st, Brushfield st, atte 
oe acturers High Court Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 1 
Haggis, ek in Tonypandy, Glam, Saddler Sa 
pridd Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct io 
Hie. aces te Bexsamts, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, 
Dairyman Pembroke Dock Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 13 
Hucues, Josern, Conway, Carnarvon, Builder Bangor 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 
Jougs, Jouw Meazevita, Wrexham, Denbigh, Oil Merchant 
Wrexham Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 12 ; 
me ae = y Shipley, Yorks, Mason Bradford Pet Oct 
13 


Masos, Witiiam Hart, Wolverhampton, Grocer Wolver- | 
hampton Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

Neusos, Auice, Southport, Milliner Liverpool Pet Oct 
12 ‘Ord Oct 12 

Porrsr, Hues Drxoy, Carlisle, Brush Manufacturer Car- 
lise Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Rosgets, Joszes, Lianrwst, Tr Timber Feller Port- 
madoe Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 

Sariea, Setm Moses Joux, Talbot rd, Bayswater wad 
Court Pet sep: 6 Ord Oct 1 

Sura, Hisau, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Wholesale Green- 
grocer Ashton under Lyne Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Sraaxs, Atsert Garris, Horfield, Bristol, General Dealer | 
Britol Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct il 

tem, Juies Taouas, Newport, Innkeeper’s Assistant 

Mon Pet Oct3 Ord Oct13 

Yeon" Hexpaice, Bernard st, Basel” sq High Court 
Pet July 20 Ord Spt 20 

Warxtss, U Pezerwoov, Downs Park rd, aninny, Surgeon 
High Coart Pet Ang22 Ord Oct i 

Wiu114ms, Hexey, New Tredegar, Moa, ‘Oathtter Trede- 
gar Pet Oct i2 Ord Oct 12 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Cougs, Lewis, Birmingham, Baker Oct 24 at 11 191, 

Corporation st, Bormingham 


| Beows, Jous, 


Bankrup tey bldgs, Ca 

| Morgisox, ae Chrisp st, Poplar, Provision Dealer Oct 25 
atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

a, Ng ween Swindon, Newsagent Oct Bat1l Off 

38, Regent circus, Swindon 

| wen Jouy, Nelson, Lancs, Weaver “yl 26 at 11.45 
Church Iastitute, Manchester rd. Buraole 

Owen, Lzonagp SKULL, 8t Thomas, Builder Oct 
25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

| Pearce, ALBert, Batley. a Coach Builder Oct 24 at 
10.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbzes, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Parpr, Jonn Castes, Moreton in Marsh, Glos, Corn 
a Oct 256 at 12 Off Ree, 1, St Aldate st, 

xfor 

Powsg.t, Witttam Jou, Bristol, Baker Oct 24 at 11.30 

Off Rec, 26, 


win st, Bristol 
Raum, Lupwia, rd, ‘ornsey, General Merchant 
24at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Ricuargp, Trazvor GuiasBRoox, Ravenhill. nr Swansea Oct 
25at12 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


| Satipa, Setm Moses Joun, amy ges Bayswater Oct 25 
ati2 Bankruptcy b > 

| Spaexs, ALBEat Gairrin, ’ Bristol, General Dealer 
Oct 24 at 12.15 Off Rec, “38, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Squires, Witi1am, Pannal, Yorks, Architect Oct 25 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Park row, Leeds 

Vroom, Hexpricx, Bernard mans, Poment a, Russell sq 
Oct 24 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 


Warxins, J Paestwoop, Downs ark rd, Surgeo: 
Oct 25 at 11 Bankraptoy bldgs, Carey st’ . 

Wirtosx, Mavzice Jonyson Burt, Ted Butcher’s 
Masegee Oct 24 at 12.30 132, York rd, Westminster 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
Pee Hewey Faraxcis, ——, Bristol, Watchmak 
- a Pet Oct _s Ord O 4 o 
AKER, ILLIAM, ton on 5 = Worcester, Monu- 

mental Soulptor Hanbury Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Basyagp, Wi.tiam, Godstone, surrey, ber Merchant 
Croydon Pet Sept 21 Ord sed ag 13 

Beyxsamix, Bexsamin, —- Maida Vale, Tailor 
High Court Pet Se ed "Ot il 

Biap, Epwarp, Moor, , Hosier Sheffield Pet Oct 
1 rd Oct 12 


Baairuwaire, Harey Browse, Causeway Foot, nr Halifax 
Government Contractor Halifax Pet Sept 27 Ord 
Liv 


Oct 11 
Anfield, erpool, Timber Merchant 
liverpool Pet Sept 10 Ord Oct 13 er 


 CaRTMELL, Witu14m, Bryning with Kellamergh, Tana 
Keeper Preston’ Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 18 ed 

Carveratt, Atyerp Witttam, Catford High Court py 
Aug 22 Ord Oct 11 

Curtrox, Jonn WILLIAM, yy Soho, Shirt Maker High 
Court Pet Ana i 18 ‘Ord Oct 11 

Cox, Harny Orrse, Wakefield, Monumental Mason Waks. 
field Pet Oct il Ord Oct 1 

Dine, Cuarves, Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth Pet Og 
12 - Ord Oct 12 : ; 

Dorz, Epwarp, Chelsea, Coach Builder High Court py 
Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Dow es, ARTHuR, Content, Surrey, Auctioneer Guildfoy 
Pet Augi7 Ord O 

Epwarps, Morgan, cece Fleurdelis, Mon, Builder 
Tredegar Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Evans, Rosert, Corwen, Merioneth, Farmer Wrexhan 
Per Sept 19 Ord Oct 9 

Gray. Jouy, Nanthir, pene, Glam, Repairer Cardi 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Hariow, Jouy, Burton on Trent Builder Burton og 
Trent Pet Oct 6 Ord | Oot 1 2 

Hares, Wittiam WI ii4ms, Ton pate, Glam, Saddle 
Pontypridd Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 1 

—_"-~ Atrrep WILLIAM, ee. | ee Manufacturer 

stol Pet June 29 Ord Oct 

Hm eWicnras BenJaMIn, Water a Pembroke Dogk, 
Dairyman Pembroke Dock Pet Oct 13 Ord Octyg 

Hueass, Josrpx, Conway, Carnarvon, Builder Bangor 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

ae > ARTHUR, aeereins. Harness Maker Guildfonj 
Pet Aug 220rd Oct 11 

Lawaence, Apert Henpaicx, 8t John st, Smithfield, 
Fender Maker High Court Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 12 

Lez, wanes Shipley, Yorks, Mason Bradford Pet Octig 

et 1 

Lock, Joszpa Husert Marviy, Dorchester, ae 
Assistant Dorchester Pet Sept 1t Ord Oct 

Lonpon, Srpngy A, Hendre, — y Coed, N Wales High 
Court Pet Aug 15 Ord Oct 

Mason, Wititam Hatt, Waerkaneten, Grocer Wolver. 
hampton Pet Oct13 Ord Oct 13_ - 

Netson, Acice, Southport, Lancs, Milliner Liverpool Pe 
Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Porrer, Hueu Dixon, Newtown, Carlisle, Brush Mana. 
facturer Carlisle Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Papp, Jouw Caanves, Moreton in the Marsh, Glos, Cora 
Merchant Banbury Pet Sept18 Ord Oct 12 

Ransom, Herseat, Downham Market, rae. Cycle 
Dealer King’s Lynn Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 1 

Rosears, Josera, Llanwrst, Denbigh, Timber Felier Port. 
madock Pet Oct11 Grd Oct 11 

Surira, Hizam, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Wholesale Green- 
grocer Ashton under Lyne Pet Oct11 Ord Oct ll 

Squines, Witi1am, Pannal, Yorks, Architect York Pe 
Sept 18 Ord Oct 10 

bide WitiiaM, + ag Builder Crewe Pet Sept17 On 


Wander Heney, New Tredegar, Mon, Outfitter Tredegar 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Wuuis, Henry, Upper Kennington In, Steam Turner 
High Court Pet Oct3 Ord Oct 12 

Yanpe._t, Atpert WILLIAM oeutan Granville ri, N 
Finchley High Court Pet Sept7 Ord Oct 12 


AW. —GREAT SAVING. — For pro 
payment 2 per cent. will be taken off the Followag 





writing " 
s. a. 
Abstracts Copied coe «. O 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts “as «« 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand __e.., eo» © 2 per folio. 
Abstracted eed “a 8 . per sheet. 
Copies 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 1a. “per sheet Draft, gd. ditto; 


Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per s' 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, EC. 


$ AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS!! 

—All kinds of Law, Commercial, and other Books 
supplied. Mostl LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 
Send for List. New Books at 20 per cent. Discount, Sent 
on approval, BOOKS BOUGHT.—W. & G. Fovze, 1%, 
Charing Cross-road, W.C. 








AILIFF’S OFFICE, 21, Penton-place, 
London, W.C, —RENTS foLLEcrep and RE 
COVERED ; AUCTION SALE 
and Railway References. 
To M.P.s, BARRISTERS, and Others. — 
Otfice Accommodation, with or without Clerical 
Assistance, close to House of Commons. —Causser, Palace 
chambers, Westminster, 8.W. 











THE AUSTINIAN THEORY OF LAW. 


Being an Edition of Lectures I., V., and VI. of Austin’s ‘‘ Jurisprudence,” and of Austin’s 


“Essay on the Uses of the Study of Jurisprudence.” 


With Critical N: otes and Excursus 


by W. JETHR® BROWN, LL.D., Litt.D., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at- Law, Pro- 
fessor of Comparative Law. in the U niversity College of Wales, gy i Author of 


“The Study of the Law,” ‘The New Democracy,” &. Demy 8vo, 108. 6 


ACT OF STATE 


d. net. 
[Just out. 


IN ENGLISH LAW. 


Ww. HARRISON MOORE, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, formerly Scholar of 
King’ 6 College, Cambridge, Dean of the Faculty of "Law in the University ‘of Mabeuten, 


of ‘‘ The Constitution of the Commonwealth of Austealie,’ - 


Demy 8vo, 108. 6d. net. 





JOHN MURRAY, ALBEMARLE - STREET, Ww. 


[ Just out. 








[UILDING DISPUTES arising out of 

Plans, “pecifications. Quantities, or actual Work; 
ASSISIANCE GIVEN IN, by a Gentleman of thirty-five 
years’ experience. .—Address Exrent, 47, Devonport-road, 
Shepherd’s Bush, London, W. 


(j24re 8 INW 








opposite). —Three Ground- 

ious; well-lighted ; reat, 
£150 uaenatte Secand floor Also City Offices at low 
rents,—J, ALLEN, 34, New Bridge-street, EC. 


HANCERY LANE. —Capital Offices to be 
Let in modern buildings, fitted wi . peer life. 
Apply to Messrs, Jonus, Lane, & Co., 27, Chancery-laet 








———7s 





MN emAL TUSSAUD 8 EXHIBITION.— 

my TABLEAU, The BURNING a 
rbohm Tree in ‘the character of 

tivetiig Porton Model of the late Sir Wilfrid Lawn 

Open 9 till 10, 





Polic 
men’s 
and at | 
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